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CURRENT TOPICS. 


Ir 1s unDERSTOOD that, as the 24th of October, the day 
appointed for om commencement of the Michaelmas a 
falls on a Saturday, the Lord Chancellor’s breakfast to the 
Judges and Queen’s Counsel, and the opening of the courts, 
will be postponed until Monday, the 26th of October. 





WE ARE AsKED to remind our readers that applications for 
tickets for the forthcoming Provincial Meeting of the Incor- 
porated Law Society at Birmingham must reach the hon. 
secretary (Mr. T. H. Russztx, 18, Newhall-street, Birmingham) 
on or before the Ist of October next. The numbers returned up 
to the 23rd inst. as attending the meeting were over 536 
members. 





WE invire the attention of the esteemed correspondents who 
recently wrote to us on the subject of solicitors sharing brokers’ 
commissions, and of our readers generally, to the temperate and 
well-reasoned letter on that subject which we print in another 
column. The signature will be easily identified by the majority 
of our readers; and that being so, perhaps we may venture to 
say, for the benefit of those to whom it does not convey any 
definite meaning, that we believe the writer is not surpassed 
by any member of the profession in his detestation of practices 
which could be described as even bordering on the unprofes- 
sional; his opinion, therefore, on this matter ought to carry 
weight. His habit of communicating to the client the informa- 
tion that he shares commission with the brokers is one which 
may be commended to all solicitors. 





THERE Is some inconsistency in the books as to the year of 
birth of Sir Henry Hawxnnys, but we believe we are correct in 
stating that he celebrated his seventy-ninth birthday last week. 
He has not yet equalled the veteran Vice-Chancellor Bacox, who 
left the bench at the age of ~~ years, and at seventy-nins 
was quite a judicial youngster. But on the 2nd of November 
nent Bir Eincar wilt have bass Sitnte sein on the bench, and 
in this respect at least he has surpassed the Vice-Chancellor. It 
would really ap from these, and other instances, that, given 
a good constitution and a long-lived ancestry (we believe that 
both Sir Henry’s father and grandfather attained patriarchal 
ages), there is no better recipe for long life, with continued 
mental vigour, than a seat on the bench of the High Court. 





By rus pearu of the Hon. Groner Drennan the legal world 
loses a unique and distinctive No one would claim for 
him—nor, to do him justice, would he have claimed for - a 
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—any pretension to fill the rdle of a great judge. He was 
currently included among those judges who, according to a 
well-known legal witticism, have been appointed “‘ per stirpes,” 
and not “ per capita.” The son of a Chief Justice, and himself 
a Senior Classic and University Oar, he was naturally marked 
out for advancement in a profession which still retains much of 
the hereditary caste. He had legal ability enough not to lose 
his ample opportunities, and, in addition, to do his work with 
an effective dignity which was made the more impressive by his 
handsome and distinguished presence. It seemed only a part 
of the order of nature that in due course he should receive silk 
and ermine and sit upon the judicial bench of which his father 
was 60 distinguished an ornament. But he had qualities of his 
own which kept him to the front and gave him a more prominent 
position than his strictly legal calibre would have warranted. 
Though the son of a newly-made peer, he seemed to bear upon 
his face and manners and character the stamp of the purely 
aristocratic virtues — courtesy, generosity, and punctilious 
honour. And no one knew better than he how to retain 
through life the advantage of the reputation of having been 
Senior Classic. There were certain assize towns—notably Cam- 
bridge and Winchester—where the faces of schoolboys and 
college authorities beamed with pleasure upon any announce- 
ment that Dexman was coming on the circuit. His presence 
was a guarantee of half holidays and dinners to be earned at 
the easy price‘of a playful correspondence with the judge in 
polished Latin verse. And towards his Inn and the Bench 
generally he stood somewhat in the relation of Mitron to 
CromwELL. He it was who was called upon to express the 
common desire for an epitaph or an epigram in a dead language 
upon the occurrence of any special event of pleasure or sorrow, 
and his work as Latin secretary was always done with good 
taste, good feeling, and good scholarship. One of his latest 
and most effective efforts in this direction was his epitaph on 
the tablet to Lord Bowen in Lincoln’s-inn Chapel. And in 
another direction, too, he was noted beyond most of his 
colleagues—namely, in his generous contributions of money to 
useful and charitable objects. His share of the unfortunate 
plunder of Serjeants’-inn went, we believe, to enrich University 
College. The exercise of both these qualities did not cease 
with his retirement from the bench, and while a distinguished 
lawyer like Lord Biacknurn seemed to be utterly forgotten for 
years before his death, Denman remained always so popular a 
figure in the legal and social world that it was often difficult to 
realize that he had really retired from the bench. His presence 
is now finally withdrawn ; and we can form no better wish for 
his successors than that they should one and all succeed in com- 
biuing with a possibly greater legal power the polish of his 
manners and the generosity and dignity of his character. 





A casE of the greatest importance to many large manufactur- 
ing firms was heard recently at the Darlington Police Court, 
where a canvasser for a well-known sewing machine company 
appeared to answer a charge preferred against him by the 
Iniand Revenue authorities for acting as a hawker without a 
licence. It was proved that the defendant travelled about the 
neighbourhood of Darlington with a horse and carriage, and 
not only solicited orders for sewing machines, but also actually 
sold such machines for the company which employed him. 1t 
was stated by the solicitor who appeared to defend that the 
sewing machine company employed over four thousand men in 
a similar manner in various parts of the country. The law on 
the subject is contained in the Hawkers Act, 1888, which pro- 
vides that every hawker must take out an annual licence, for 
which he has to pay the sum of £2, and imposes a penalty on 
any person convicted of hawking without such licence. A hawker 
is defined as “any person who travels with a horse or other 
beast bearing or drawing burden, and goes from place to place, 
or to other men’s houses, carrying to sell or exposing for sale 
any goods, wares, or merchandise, or exposing samples or 

tterns of any goods, wares, or merchandise to be afterwards 

elivered.” The defendant therefore obviously came within the 
Act unless he was entitled to take advantage of any of the 
exceptions. The only exception that need be considered, and 
within whick it was argued that the defendant came, is that 
which provides that no licence need be taken out “ by the real 





worker or maker of any goods, wares, or merchandise, and his 
children, apprentices, and servants usually residing in the same 
house with him, selling or seeking orders for goods, wares, or 
merchandise made by such real worker or maker.” The words 
“usually residing in the same house with him” appear to be 
fatal to this argument for the defence, and it is difficult to see 
how persons in the position of the defendant can hope to prove 
that they do not come within the Act. The defendant was con- 
victed; but as it is of enormous importance to the company, 
and probably to many other companies and firms, that the ques- 
tion should be settled beyond doubt, the justices very properly 
agreed to state a case for the High Court. Whether or not the 
High Court supports the decision of the Darlington bench, it 
may well be doubted whether such canvassers are within the 
spirit of the Act. Dr. Jonnson defines a hawker as ‘“ one 
who sells his wares by proclaiming them in the street,” and all 
the old statutes dealing with these licences group together 
‘“‘hawkers, pedlars, and petty chapmen.” It would seem, 
therefore, that a hawker has generally been considered to be an 
itinerant vendor of goods in a small way of business who 
carries his stock-in-trade about with him, and that “‘ hawker” 
has not generally been supposed to include travelling agents of 
large manufacturers. It is, by the way, interesting to note 
that the Act 8 & 9 Will. 3, c. 25, which first imposed upon 
hawkers the necessity of taking out a licence, did so in order 
to raise funds for the ‘‘ payment of the interest of the trans- 
port debt for reducing Ireland.” ' 





Accorp1ne To the classification suggested by Lord MacnacuTEn 
in Income Tax Commissioners v. Pemsel (1891, A. C., p. 561), the 
word “ charity” in its legal sense comprises (1) trusts for the 
relief of poverty, (2) trusts for the advancement of education, 
(8) trusts for the advancement of religion, and (4) trusts for 
other purposes beneficial to the community not falling under 
any of the preceding heads. But while this is useful as an 
enumeration of trusts which may satisfy the legal definition of 
charity, it is not to be assumed that every purpose which can 
be brought within any of the four heads is necessarily charit- 
able. It would be difficult to say, indeed, that a gift for 
purposes of “general utility” does not contemplate purposes 
beneficial to the community so as to fall under the fourth head ; 
but it was held in Kendall v. Granger (5 Beav. 300) that the 
words “ general utility’ were so large as to comprehend pur- 
poses which were not charitable, and that consequently their 
inclusion in the purposes of a gift made the gift void. It thus 
appears that a gift which is designed to benefit the public at large 
is not a ‘‘charitable” gift unless the purposes are restricted so as to 
bring it within one of the objects technically recognized as charit- 
able. In the same way gifts for ‘‘ benevolent” purposes have 
been held to be void ; for though there is no charitable purpose 
which is not a benevolent purpose, yet the converse is not true, 
and there may be benevolent purposes which the court cannot 
construe as charitable (James v. Allen, 3 Mer. 17). A similar 
question arose in the recent case of Re Macduff (ante, p. 651), 
where a testator had left a sum of £10,000 for such purposes, 
‘‘charitable, philanthropic, or . . . ,” as a specified person 
should name. Disregarding the blank, the Court of Appeal 
held that the gift was in effect for such charitable or philan- 
thropic purposes as should be named, and it was necessary, 
therefore, to determine whether philanthropic purposes fell 
within the technical meaning of charity. Oonsidering the in- 
definiteness of the word, it was perhaps inevitable that the court 
should determine that.the gift was void. Every purpose may 
be said to be philanthropic which is designed in any way to 
promote the welfare of one’s fellow-men; but this goes far 
beyond the scope which has hitherto been assigned to legal 
charity. That term is still confined to objects falling within the 
purview of the preamble to the repealed statute,“43 Eliz., c. 4. 





A CONSIDERABLE number of prosecutions have lately been 
reported from various parts of the country, of bakers for baking 
bread on Sunday. These proceedings are taken under the Sale 
of Bread Act, 1836 (6 & 7 Will. 4, c. 37), 6. 14, which, under 
pain of a fine, forbids any baker to ‘‘ make or bake any bread, 
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rolls, or cakes of any sort or kind” on Sunday at any hour 
whatever, or to sell any of such things, or to bake “ any meat, 
pudding, pie, tart, or victuals” after 1.30 p.m. on that day of 
the week. Under the well-known “ Lord’s-day Act” (29 Car. 
2, ¢. 7), any tradesman is liable to a penalty who exercises his 
“ordinary calling,” or exposes for sale any ds or mer- 
chandise on Sunday. A prosecution for Sabbath-breaking is 
rather an anachronism in 1896, but (putting religious con- 
siderations entirely aside) it would be most objectionable to the 
average man, who so highly values his Sunday rest, if shops 
were to be open, and business carried on generally, on Sunday. 
If, however, any person whatever, either from religious feeling 
or private spite, might take proceedings under the last-mentioned 
Act, the position might in some districts become intolerable. 
Probably for these reasons the Sunday Observance Act, 1871, 
was passed, which provides that no proceedings shall be taken 
against any person under the Lord’s-day Act except with the 
‘*consent in writing of the chief officer of police of the police 
district in which the offence is committed, or with the consent 
in writing of two justices of the peace or a stipendiary magis- 
trate having jurisdiction in the place where such offence is com- 
mitted.” It is further provided that no magistrate who gives 
such consent may hear the case. This Act, however, only 
applies to prosecutions under the Lord’s-day Act, and so in the 
case of bakers, and also in the case of butchers, under the Act 
3 Car. 1,c. 2, proceedings may still be instituted by anyone 
who chooses. It is not easy to see why these two trades should 
pet be protected from prosecution to the same extent as other 
trades. 





Trespass To land is a wrong for which the occupier is entitled 
to sue whether or no he can shew that he has sustained any 
actual damage, but ordinarily, where the trespass has been 
attended with damage, the amount of the damage represents 
the sum which the occupier is entitled to recover. It may be, 
however, that the trespasser, in addition to inflicting loss on the 
occupier, or even without inflicting such loss, gains some advan- 
tage to himself from the trespass, and to meet such cases the 
courts have established the salutary rule that for this advantage 
he shall be required to pay—a rule which does no more than 
give effect to the principle that a man shall not be allowed to 
make a profit by a wrong (see yer Lord Harner zey, C., in Jegon 
v. Vivian (L. R. 6 Ch., p. 761). The rule has been frequently 
applied in cases where persons in working their mines have 
carried coal through the mine of another, conduct which in- 
volves a continuing trespass and is equivalent to the enjoyment 
of a way leave through the adjacent miue. In Martin v. Porter 
(5 M. & W. 351), accordingly, the plaintiff, under the direction 
of Parks, B., recovered compensation upon the footing that the 
defendant had received a grant of a way leave at a reasonable 
rent. Under the circumstances just stated there is the element 
that the trespass is underground, and possibly, therefore, the 
trespasser secures the enjoyment of his wrongful conduct for a 
length of time without its coming to the knowledge of the 
person entitled to interfere. But this element, though it may be 
an additional reason for putting the rule in force, is by no 
means essential, The principle is that the trespasser has assumed 
for himself the position of lessee, and as lessee, therefore, he is 
bound to pay. Hence in Whitwham v. Westminster Coal Co. 
(Limited) (44 W. R. 698) the Court of Appeal, affirming the 
judgment of Currry, J. (44 W. R. 459, see ante, p. 491), held 
that the rule applied where trespassers had made continuous 
use of the surface of land by tipping upon it spoil from their 
mine, and the damages given against them included both the 
actual damage to the land and compensation for the use of it. 





Wuen a life interest is given under a will or settlement it is a 
matter of common practice to save the income for the use of the 
family of the donee by providing that his interest shall cease 
upon bankruptcy or alienation, and that the income shall then 
be applied for the benefit of his family. In the recent case of 
Re Carew (44 W.R. 700) a testator introduced a new kind of 
forfeiture clause by giving one-half his property upon the death 
of his widow to his son, with the proviso that if, upon such event, 


whereof he would be hindered in or prevented from taking the’ 
same for his own personal and exclusive benefit,” then the 
moiety should go to the son’s wife and children. But the term 
“ legal disability” has no ome technical meaning. It may 

mean only that the donee become iacapacitated by act of 
law from taking the property for his own enjoyment, as where he 
has been adjudicated bankrupt or has been convicted of felony ; 

or it may mean, in addition, that he has by his own voluntary 
act, as by alienation or mortgage, deprived himself of the chance 
of exclusive enjoyment of the wes In either case he has come 
under a disability to enjoy, and since it is a disability which the 

law will enforce it is in a sense a le disability. But 

Sriative, J. (44 W. R. 296), and the Court of Appeal de- 

clined to put this extensive construction on the phrase. 

In Re Carew there was indeed a petition in bankruptcy 
pending at the death of the testator’s widow, upon which 
an order for adjudication was afterwards made. But the whole 
affair was simply a device on the part of theson. The bank- 
ruptcy was subsequently annulled, and for the purpose of the 
will no attention was paid to it. There was, however, an order 
outstanding against the son, as executor of his father, to repay 
over £5,000 to the testator’s estate, and this amount was 
directed to be charged on his beneficial interest. The question 
arose, therefore, whether this charge placed him under such a 
disability as was contemplated by the will. But “‘legal dis- 
ability,” it was held, referred only to such disability as by act 
of law altogether prevented the donee from taking his share 
under the will, and did not touch the case of voluntary aliena- 

tion or of a mere charge. In the present instance the charge 
was not strictly voluntary, but was created by order of court. 

It was, however, simply equivalent to a direction that the son 
should be treated as ay already received £5,000 towards*his 
share, and in any case it did not precluds him from enjoying 
the gift subject to the payment of that sum. The decision use- 

fully defines “legal disability,” should any future draftsman be 
tempted again to use the phrase. 





Unver R. 8. C., 1883, ord. 16, r. 11, power is conferred upon 
the court to add the name of any person as plaintiff to an action 
either upon or without the application of either party, if suffi- 
cient reason for making the addition appears, but the power is 
qualified by the important proviso that ‘‘no person shall be 
added as a plaintiff . . without his own consent in 
writing thereto.” At first sight it does not appear what effect 
is to be given to the word “own” in this connection. The 
consent must be the consent of the person to be added, and the 
word might be intended to convey that the consent must 
originate with him personally, and not be merely a consent 
given on his behalf by a solicitor. This construction leaves the 
words ‘“‘in writing” untouched by the word “own,” and it 
would seem, therefore, that if the consent was really the per- 
sonal consent of the client, the writing testifying the consent 
might be the writing of the solicitor. This view was adopted upon 
adding a plaintiff in Fricker v. Van Grutten (ante, p.701), but was 
held by the Court of Appeal to be erroneous when the addition 
came to be critically examined. In the proceedings in the action 
it had been thought proper by the plaintiffs’ solicitor to add 
Wetter, who was the trustee in bankruptcy of Jawes. A 
summons to make the addition was taken out, and Wetuzr’s 
solicitors, in his presence, indorsed a consent for him on the 
summons. This consent was accepted by the chief clerk, and 
he made the fiat for the addition. WHttEr’s name was added 
accordingly, with the result that adverse orders were made, and 
he became liable in a way he had not anticipated for costs. 
Thereupon he sought to escape the liability, upon the substan- 
tial ground that he had been misinformed as to the liability he 
was incurring, and upon the technical ground that the consent 
should have been in his own writing. e substantial ground 
would, perhaps, not have been enough for the purpose; but 
upon the technical ground he succeeded. The rule in question 
is the successor of section 34 of the Common Law Procedure 
Act, 1852, and under that section the consent of the person or 
persons to be added as plaintiffs had to be given ‘‘either in 
person or by writing under his, her, or their hands.” Clearly 





the son should be “under any legal disability, in consequence 





this implies the writing of the person giving the consent; and 
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the Court of Appeal have held, in Fricker v. Van Grutten, that 
this effect of the section has been perpetuated by the introduc- 
tion of the word ‘‘ own ”’ in ord. 16, r. 11. 





THE RESULT of the decision in the above case was that WELLER 
had been joined as plaintiff without any authority properly 
given by him. Under the old practice of the Court of Chancery, 
it would have followed that he would nevertheless have been 
liable for all costs incurred until he had intervened to have his 
name struck out. Where a solicitor filed a bill without the 
authority of the plaintiff, the latter was entitled to have the bill 
dismissed, but only with costs to be paid by himself, his remedy 
being to recover them against the solicitor who had thus made 
an improper use of his name (Bligh v. Tredgett, 5 D.G. & Sm. 
74). But at common law, though the same harsh rule seems to 
have been sometimes enforced, it was ultimately settled that the 
plaintiff was entitled to an order staying all proceedings in the 
action without payment of costs (Reynolds vy. Howell, 22 W. R. 
18, L. R. 8 Q. B. 398). After the Judicature Acts it became 
necessary to determine which practice was to prevail, and in 
Newbiggin-by-the-Sea Gas Co. v. Armstrong (28 W. R. 217, 13 


‘Ch. D. 310) the Court of Appeal declared in favour of the 


common law practice, a practice, as Jzsszt, M.R., remarked, 
which was founded in natural justice. Instead, therefore, of 
leaving the plaintiff exposed to costs, the order in such cases 
now is that the solicitor who has improperly used his name shall 
pay the costs of the plaintiff as between solicitor and client and 
the costs of the defendant as between party and party. In 
Fricker v. Van Grutten the Court of Appeal declined to strike 
out WELLER’s name, but they secured the same result by stay- 
ing all further proceedings in his name and all proceedings 
under any orders mado against him, including executions for 
costs, while all the costs occasioned by his having been added 
were thrown on the solicitor for the other plaintiffs who had 
rocured the addition. In view of this very serious liability, it 
es important to bear in mind the necessity for procuring a 
consent in the actual writing of the person whom it is proposed 
to add as a plaintiff. 








PERJURY. 


‘Tuerz is no part of our Criminal Law in a much more unsatis- 
factory and complicated state than the law relating to perjury 
and offences of the nature of perjury. It has always been un 
offence at Common Law for a witness upon oath in a judicial 
ing, before a court of competent jurisdiction, to give 
evidence material to the issue, which he believes to be false. The 
Common Law, however, stopped there and took no notice of false 
statements, whether made upon oath or not, made under other 
conditions. It would, however, be manifestly intolerable if 
ms might with impunity make false statements in matters 
in which they are by law required or authorized to make 
statements. 
Therefore whenever any statute has made provision requiring 
or allowing any oath to be taken otherwise than in a judicial 
ing, or any statement or declaration to be made, it has 
necessary to insert in that statute a provision for the 
punishment of a person who takes such oath or makes such 


statement or declaration falsely. The consequence of this is 


that there are some hundreds of Acts of Parliament applying to 
England, besides many others applying only to Irelend, under 
which a person may be punished for some statutory perjury or 
for some offence of a kindred nature. This is a state of things 
which it ought to be easy to remedy. Attempts have been made 
to remedy it, and a Bill with this object passed the House of 
Lords early in 1895, but shared the usual fate of Bills promoted 
to improve the administration of the Criminal Law, and was no 
more heard of. 

Examples of legislation dealing with offences of the nature 
under discussion may be found in the statutes of almost any 
session of Parliament. Take for instance the year 1871. We 
may first notice the Parliamentary Witnesses Oaths Act, 1871. 
At Common Law a person who gave false evidence before a Com- 
mittee of Parliament was not guilty of perjury, hence the neces- 





sity of providing, by section 1 of this Act, that any person who 
wilfully gives false evidence upon oath before a Committee of the 
House of Commons “shall be liable to the penalties of perjury.” 
By the Railways Regulation Act, 1871, the officers of a railway 
company are bound to furnish certain statements periodically 
to the Board of Trade; but to insure that such statements 
shall be true it is necessary for the Act to provide (section 
10) that ‘“‘if any return which is required by this Act is 
false in any particular to the knowledge of any person who 
signs the same,” such person shall be liable to punishment. 

ain, the Lodgers’ Goods Protection Act, 1871, allows a 
lodger to recover his goods if distrained upon for rent due from 
his immediate landlord to the superior landlord, upon making a 
certain declaration with an inventory of the goods which belong 
to him. A provision is, however, necessary for the protection 
of the superior landlord from fraud, that the lodger shall be 
guilty of a misdemeanour if such declaration or inventory is false 
to his knowledge. Amongst the numerous offences which are 
dealt with separately in various Acts may be mentioned making 
false statements touching a birth or death to a Registrar, making 
false oaths or declarations for the purpose of marriage, making 
false statements or returns for the purposes of taxation, giving 
false evidence at the trial of an election petition, and giving 
false evidence at an arbitration. 

Now it is submitted that all such offences might easily 
and with great advantage be made to rank under one or 
the other of two crimes to be defined by statute. The first, 
the more serious offence, might be called “perjury,” and 
might be thus defined: ‘‘If any person, in the course of 
a judicial proceeding or otherwise, being authorized or re- 
quired by law to make any statement upon oath, and being 
lawfully sworn, wilfully makes a false statement, he shall be 
guilty of the offence of perjury.” The other offence might be 
called “making a false statement,” and might be defined thus : 
“Tf any person, being authorized or required under, or by virtue 
of any Act of Parliament, to make any statement or declaration, 
for any purpose, wilfully makes a false statement or declaration, 
otherwise than upon oath, he shall be guilty of the offence of 
making a false statement.” A provision of this sort would 
greatly simplify the law, introduce uniformity in dealing with 
this class of crime, and allow hundreds of statutory enactments 
to be repealed with safety. Besides this, there would be no 
need to introduce into future Acts provisions similar to those 
which have been referred to as examples. 

If the suggested definition of perjury were to be adopted by 
the Legislature, it will be naa | that a real change would be 
made in the law in one respect, for the definition is silent as to 
the false statement upon oath being necessarily one material to 
the matter under the consideration of the court. Whether or 
not this change ought to be made is no doubt a question which 
is very open to difference of opinion. But it isa change which 
it is submitted might be made with advantage, and which more 
than one eminent judge has contemplated with favour. As the 
law, as generally received, stands at present, no one can be 
convicted of perjury unless the false statement which he is said 
to have made, is a statement material to the issue then bein 
tried. But ifa witness at a trial deliberately attempt to misle 
the court by wilfully giving false evidence in a matter which is 
not material to the issue, it is hard to see that it is to the 
interest of justice that such a witness should incur no legal 
liability. A witness cannot always know whether his answer to 
a question is legally material or not, and in either case if he 
wilfully give false evidence he appears to deserve some punish- 
ment. 

The authorities are not quite agreed that at Common Law 
materiality is a necessary ingredient of the crime of perjury. 
In the case of Reg. v. Mullany (Leigh and Oave, 593) Erxz, 0.J., 
said: ‘“‘ When the question arises whether false swearing in a 
judicial proceeding with intent to mislead is to be free from 
punishment because it is wholly irrelevant and immaterial to the 
issue that is being tried, that will be a question for the fifteen 
judges to decide, though for my own part I should be inclined 
to hold that any false swearing in a judicial proceeding with 
intent + mislead, — a or not, would amount to ja 
crime 0 jury. either are the great writers quite , 
for Hawkins, in his ‘‘ Pleas of the Crown,” says: « Blo it 
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seemeth that any false oath is punishable as perjury which 
tends to mislead the court in any of their proceedings relating 
toa matter judicially before them, though it in no way affects 
the principal judgment which is to be given in the cause.” It 
is clear that what is inadmissible as evidence cannot be legally 
relevant. Therefore, if A. swear falsely and it turn out after- 
wards on appeal that his statement was inadmissible, A. is not 
guilty of perjury according to the usually accepted view of the 
law. So that the guilt of A. is made to depend on something 
which happens subsequently and not upon his state of mind 
when he swore falsely. 

If this change were made, the enormity of the offence would 
of course differ greatly in different cases. A perjury may be 
committed in order to bring about a man’s death, or false 
evidence may be given merely to conceal the identity of the 
witness himself, and with no intention of affecting the pro- 
ceedings. Many crimes, however, are capable of great variation 
in the amount of moral guilt involved. is is a matter which 
should be left entirely to the judge to consider in awarding 
punishment. It is possible that if this alteration were made in 
the law, the change might tend to make witnesses more careful, 
and to discourage that disregard for the truth which is so 
lamentably prevalent amongst witnesses in our courts. 





REVIEWS. 
THE LAW OF TORTS. 


THE Law or Torts. By J. F. CuerK and W. H. B. LinDsEL1, 
Barristers-at-Law. Second Edition by the Authors, assisted by 
T. HoLLis WALKER, Barrister-at-Law. Sweet & Maxwell (Limited). 


The first edition of Messrs. Clerk and Lindsell’s work on Tort was 
published in 1889, and there have been sufficient changes in the law 
since that date to make a new edition very acceptable. Frequent use 
of the book has confirmed our original opinion that it was a work of 
solid merit. It was clearly written and reliable, and the authors 
spared no pains to deal adequately, while at the same time concisely, 
with the somewhat miscellaneous matters which go to make up the 
law of torts. These qualities are equally conspicuous in the new 
edition. The object of the writers, it is said in the preface, has been 
to produce something more than a mere agglomeration of head notes. 
They have endeavoured to extract from the cases the principles which 
underlie them, and present those principles to the reader in a con- 
nected form. It is not difficult to select portions of the book as 
examples of the success with which this laudable intention has been 
carried into effect. The excellent discussion in the first chapter of 
‘“malice” as an element in certain actions of tort, takes the reader 
through a series of cases, several of them recent, in which the courts 
have had to deal with and define this troublesome technical term, but 
the discussion necessarily fails of completeness while the judgment in 
tlood v. Jackson is still postponed by the House of Lords. en that 
decision has been given it will perhaps be possible to say with 
some precision under what circumstances a man is liable in tort for 
conduct injurious to another but designed for his own benefit, as 
in Temperton v. Russell (1893, 1 Q. B., 715), or escapes liability, as in 
Mogul Steamship Co. v. McGregor, Gow, & Co. (1892, A. C. 25). The 
divergence in the cases is clearly indicated in the book before us 
(p. 25), and the correctness of the decision in Temperton v. Russell 
is questioned. The chapter on trespass to land and dispossession 
furnishes another instance of thorough and methodical treatment. 
Exception may be taken to the statement (p. 277) that ‘‘ possession ” 
of land requires an intention to enjoy as owner. This is true of 
Savigny’s peculiar theory of possession in Roman Law, and Messrs. 
Clerk & Lindsell’s notes shew that they have founded themselves 
largely on his work. But even for Roman Law the theory of the 
animus domini is out of date, and it has certainly never had any 
application in our law. This criticism, however, does not touch the 

merits of the chapter in which the authorities on ye baa 
on forcible entry, and on title in ejectment, are very neatly treated. 
The chapter on misrepresentation has had to be remodelled in 
consequence of the decision in Derry v. Peek (38 W. R. 33; 14 App. 
Cas. 337), and it now bears the more appropriate title of fraud. 
Throughout the book the text has been carefully revised by the light 
_ cases, and the present edition will enhance the reputation 
of the work. 





The Clarendon Press will publish immediately ‘‘ Lectures on Jus- 
tice, Police, Revenue and Arms,” delivered in the University of Glas- 
gow by Adam Smith, reported by a student in 1763, and edited, 
with an introduction and notes, by Mr. Edwin Cannan. This work 
settles the vexed question as to the exact contents of Adam Smith’s 





Glasgow Lectures, and enables the reader to appreciate his high * 
qualities and great popularity as a lecturer. Nearly the whole of 
a Revenue, and Arms” Pe first draft of the “ bp 
of Nations”; but the ter ts) e matter appearing 

the head of ‘‘ Justice Oe new.” The book is of special interest as 
explaining the genesis of ‘* Wealth of Nations,” and as setting at 
rest many questions which have been agitated as to the relation of 
Adam Smith tothe Physiocrats. The most in ing of the fresh 
passages is a vigorousattack on the early employment of children. 
The editor has appended numerous references to the authorities used 
by Adam Smith. 








CORRESPONDENCE, 


SHARING STOCKBROKERS’ COMMISSIONS. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. } 


Sir,—May not the question, whether the acceptance by members 
of our profession of any particular commission or share of profit is 
or is not legitimate and prom. be answered by ascertaining the reply 
that can in each case given to the following queries: Is the 
commission received openly and to the knowledge of the client ? 
and, Does it represent payment for work done and not otherwise 
remunerated ? 

Now, as regards the division between stockbrokers and solicitors of 
commission in respect of transactions in stocks and shares, I can 
only say that ever since I have been in practice—a period of between 
thirty and forty years—I have regularly shared commission with my 
brokers, and my father did so before me. 

I tell my clients that this is my practice, and that if they like to 
make their investments in Stock Sachenee securities through me 
they will incur no greater expense than if they consult a country 
broker or a banker, or communicate direct with brokers in London, 
for I make no other charge in connection with such business. 

The practice is similar to the time-honoured one which prescribes 
the division between the country solicitor and his London agent of 
the profits of the business transacted in London, and just as this 
arrangement enables the litigant resident in the country to have the 
benefit of advice and assistance on the spot without paying two 
solicitors, so the division of commission between soliciturs and stock- 
brokers enables the country investor to obtain advice from his own 
solicitor about his investments practically free of cost. Bankers 
receive a share of the commission from their brokers, and if it be 
right for them to do so, where is the objection to a similar arrange- 
ment between solicitors and brokers? I make it my business to 
know something about the various securities suitable as investments, 
whether for trust or other moneys, while I decline to have anything 
whatever to do with mere speculative or gambling transactions. 

The persons chiefly benefited by this custom are our own clients. 
I can quite understand that the clients of great City firms do not 
seek the advice of their solicitors in connection with their invest- 
ments ; and rich people in the country whose transactions are large, 
and who keep themselves acquainted with the state of the — 
market, may find it to their advantage to communicate direct wi 
their brokers; but as regards a very large class of investors, such as 
country clergymen, ladies, and many others, including trustees, it is 
no small advantage to them to be able to obtain the opinion of the 
solicitor, whom they consult in all their more important matters of 
business, as to the investment of their money, without, on the one 
hand, running up a bill, or on the other, placing themselves under 
an obligation, as they would do were we to give advice on such 
matters altogether without remuneration. 

If the present system were put an end to, the persons who would 
chiefly benefit would be the outside brokers or ‘‘ bucket shops,” and 
the persons who would suffer would be the clients of the type I have 
mentioned. 

Hereford, 21st Sept., 1896. H. 





THE SHORT TITLES ACT, 1896. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. ] 


Sir,—May I point out a curious blunder which has been made in 
the Short Titles Act, 1896? The Act 9 Geo. 2, c. 36, with which we 
are all familiar as restraining many charitable dispositions, is 
labelled with the short title of ‘‘The Charitable Uses Act, 1735.” 
Now, this Act is expressed to operate from the 24th of June, 1736; 
its official reference is 9 Geo. 2, c. 36, and the 9th year of the reign 
of George II. extended from the 11th of June, 1735, to the 10th of 
June, 1736; and it will be found printed under the date 1736 in the 
edition of the Statutes at Large, published in 1786. 

A full account of the passing of the Act may be found in Part IT., 
Chap. I., of ‘‘ Highmore’s History of Mortmain.” It is there stated 
on p. 83—and this is probably the origin of the blunder—that leave 
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to bring in the Bill was given on the 5th of March, 1735, O.S.—i.e. 
Old Style. But in the Old Style, besides its error of eleven days, the 
commencement of each legal year was postponed from January 1st to 
March 25th, The Sth of March, 1735, was, therefore, only twenty 
days prior to the 25th of March, 1736; and we read, at p. 84 of Mr. 
Highmore’s book, that a petition against the Bill was presented on 
the 26th of March, i736. The further stages of the Bill are then 
detailed, ending with its receiving the Royal Assent on the 20th of 
May, 1736, The Act is also habitually spoken of as the Act of 1736, 
and the fact of its commencing on the 24th of June in that year 
should have prevented, in any case, the introduction of any other 
date into any short title which might have been conferred upon it. 
40, Chancery Lane, September 21st, 1896. A. D. TyssEn. 


: P.S.—On further looking into the Short Titles Act, 1896, I believe 

it will be found that an error, being an underdate of one year, is made 

in the Short Titles of all the Acts of the reign of George II. In 

particular, the Act reforming the calendar, the passing of which in 

nl year 1751 is notorious, is called the Calendar (New Style) Act, 
5 . A. D, 7, 








CASES OF THE WEEK. 


Before the Vacation Judge. 


LESLIE & CO. (LIM.) ». TUCKER—16th and 17th September. 


Liset—Insuncrion—JvRispictTion—JvUstiFICATION—ConFLICT oF EvIDENCE 
—Duty or Court. 


This wasa motion upon behalf of the plaintiffs, who are known as 
Messrs. Leslie & Co. (Limited) and also by the name of Messrs. Aldin, 
Brothers, & Davies, that the defendants, William Tucker, Peter 
M’Culloch, James Waller, Richard Musgrave, & Longman might be 
restrained from publishing or issuing, or causing to be issued, published, 
or displayed, a poster or placard stating or mony ne Oot the plaintiffs or 
one of them have employed or are employing labourers at labourers’ 
wages for doing the work of painters and requesting painters not to apply 
to the plaintiffs for work. In support of the motion it was said that all 
the defendants except Longman were painters lately in the employment 
of the plaintiffs, who were a firm of painters and decorators in a large way 
of business. Longman posted the placard complained of, which was as 
follows :—‘‘ Aldin, Brothers, & Davies. Leslie & Co. Strike of Painters. 

uence of the employment by this firm of labourers at 

labourers’ wages for doing the work of painters, and after due notice to 
remedy the same without effect, the Painters’ Union, together with the 
non-union painters employed by this firm, resolved to strike the shop. 
Painters are respectfully requested not to apply for work at the above 
firm until after the settlement of this dispute. Royal Pair, Gloucester- 
grove, West Gloucester-road’’; that the statements contained in the 
were untrue. It was not true that the plaintiffs employed 
at labourers’ wages to do the work of painters. As a matter 
of fact, at the present time, out of 142 men engaged in the painting 
decorative branch of the business, three men were paid over 
9d. an hour, 107 were employed at the highest rate of 9d. an hour, 
one was employed at 8d., two at 7}d., two at 7d., and twenty-four 
handy men at 63d. were engaged in floor cleaning, lime whitening, 
, cleaning up houses, washing off ceilings, and assisting in the 

shop and suchlike employment. In addition to these there were three 
boys employed in a similar way ata less rate of wages, making a total 
number of hands in this department of 142, of whom 110 were full-priced 
men. On the 15th of August some trade union men gave notice, and left 
intiffs’ employment. Their places were filled up, and it was not 
the 9th of September that the placard complained of was issued. 
defendants accused the plaintiffs of having employed handy men to 
’ work at 6)d. an hour. The plaintiffs had made no alteration 
to their employés for a number of years. Instigated by a 
some men left the plaintiffs’ employment, Their places were 
and afterwards the placard was used. ‘The statements in the 
absolutely false, and the defendants knew it, ‘T'he sting of 
that the plaintiffs employed labourers at labourers’ wages to 
work. The men said that handy men ought to do nothing at 
way of washing down as a preparation for painting. The 
Tucker had been emyloyed many years by the plaintiffs, and 
had also been employed for some years who had done precisely 
class of work without any complaint. This was one of the 
cases of damage to the plaintiffs. No damage could possibly 
the defendants from an injunction. ([Cutrry, J.—There seems 
8 conflict of evidence as to the truth of the placard. Some of these 
i do no: say anything about this one) are very tyrannical 
were satisfied that the libel is untrue I should grant the 
But if the case is not so clear that the verdict of a jury 
aside as unreasonable if they did not find it was a libel, the 
cannot grant an injunction. The effect of the defendants’ evidence 
the placard is true, that they have not issued it maliciously, but 
have done it to A their own trade intereste. The men say 
is pt te work; the plaintiffs say that it is handy 

a trade dispute with an alleged libel. The deten- 
ibel is true: Bonnard v. Perryman (39 W. R. 435; 
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There is the great principle of freedom of speech. I must say tbat the 
decision of the Court of Appeal in Bonnard v. Perryman is sometimes 
abused. The effect of Bonnard v. Perryman may be that a man may go on 
and half ruin another, and yet the court ought not to grant an interlocu- 
tory injunction although the plaintiff may ultimately recover £5,000 
damages. Could not the defendants agree to stop these placards? ] Upon 
behalf of the defendants it was said that no undertaking could be given. 
Owing to the decision in Lyons v. Witkins (408. J. 372; 1896, 1 Ch. 811) 
the defendants were prevented from picketing, and the only way they 
could protect their interests was by placarding. There was, it was said, 
no allegation upon behalf of the plaintiffs that the preparation for the 
work had been done by labourers in the past. 

Curry, J.—This is an application for an injunction to restrain a libel 
or an alleged libel. It arises out of a controversy in the trade between 
the masters and painters, and the painters claim that certain work or 
preparation for painting is painters’ work. It is said, on the part of the 
plaintiffs, that this work of prepafation is work which may legitimately 
and, according to the custom of the trade, has been committed to persons 
whom they call handy men. The defendants say that handy men, whose 

, Lthink, are 64d. per hour, are merely labourers, and that they are 
doing work which falls within the province of the painters. The nature 
of o — in ralotien to which hs rs yp has arisen an on wohing off 
of old distemper, cleaning paint, rubbing down paint work, and strippi 
off the paint to. stripping paper, aaalien walls, and so forth. ne 
scarcely say there is no law on this subject, and a painter may paint if 
he likes where the work has been prepared for painting by men who are 
not known in the trade as painters, but who may be handy men or who 
may be labourers. That is a trade dispute in respect to which the court 
would not interfere, and about which the court has no opinion whatever. 
Now the libel or alleged libel is published by means of this placard, which 
is carried about the streets, and it mentions the name of the plaintiffs’ 
firm and the strike of painters in a conspicuous title. The placard goes 
on to state: ‘‘In consequence of the employment by this firm of 
labourers at: labourers’ wages for doing the work of painters, and after 
due notice to remedy the same without effect, the Painters’ Union, 
together with the non-union painters employed by this firm, resolved to 
strike.’’ Then, in enlarged type: “Painters are respectfully requested 
not to apply for work at the above firm until after the settlement of the 
dispute.” Now the gist of the dispute is the employment by the 
plaintiffs of labourers at labourers’ wages for doing the work of painters ; 
and the short statement which I have already made explains the gist of 
that statement. The plaintiffs say that, notwithstanding the evidence, 
they are not employing labourers at labourers’ wages to do painters’ work ; 
but the defendants have filed a body of evidence for the purpose of shew- 
ing that, from their point of view of what is painters’ work, the men 
called handy men, or, in other words, labourers, are doing their work, 
and they say that the statement which is contained in this placard with 
regard to labourers at labourers’ wages doing painters’ work is in substance 
and in fact true. I am now dealing with a case on motion, and I must 
follow the law laid down by the Court of Appeal in the case of Bonnard v. 
Perryman. There is jurisdiction to restrain a libel, but the injunction 
ought not to be granted except in the clearest cases, which are defined 
to be those in which, ifa jury do not find the matter complained of to be 
libellous, the court will set aside the verdict as unreasonable. I apply 
that test to this case, with the result that I find it does not come within 
the range of that proposition. It is an offensive mode of libelling a man 
to placard him—that is to say, to have his name printed in large letters 
on a placard and to employ a man to carry about that placard in the 
public streets. I say that is an offensive mode of doing it; and I should 
have been well satisfied if the defendants had considered that what they 
had done was sufficient for the p , and that they would refrain from 
using this placard in the future. But they say they are within their right, 
and they will not give any undertaking to ontinue the issue of the 
placard. I need scarcely state that because the defendants refuse to give 
an undertaking that refusal will form no ground for granting an injunction. 
Any oe to the contrary would be absurd. The defendants, of 
course, if they continue this, will be running the risk of a jury finding 
—if the case should go toa jury, as I anticipate it will and must, if the 
defendants desire it—more strongly against them in the way of damages, 
or otherwise, by reason of their contin to publish that which, in the 
result, may be found to be a libel. It is unquestionably calculated to 
bring the plaintiffs into odium, and primd facie it is a libel, but as they 
say it is true in substance and in fact and they are prepared to justify, and 
as they have given evidence, which it ie not my function now to discuss at 
length, to support their intended defence, I think I have no alternative 
except to say that I can make no order. The costs I shall make costs in 
the action. 

U behalf of the defendants his lordship was asked whether he 
would reserve the coste. 
Curry, J.—No; I make them costs in the action, That is plain] 
within my jurisdiction and that is the way I exercise my discretion in th 
matter. No order. Oost of motion costs in action.—OounseL, Bustace 
Smith, Le Riche, and Cozens-Hardy, jun. Soutcrrons, “Macrell, Maton, 
Godlee, $ Quincey ; Shaen, Roscoe, Massey, § Co. ; Spencer, Gibson, § Co. 
{Reported by J. HE. Atvovs, Barrister-at-Law.] 


LE CHAMPION v. LE OHAMPION—23rd September. 


Divorce—Cusrovy or Cuitp—Cui.p ovr or Juxisptcrion or CountT-—-OrpEr 
vor Propvucrion or Our. 


This was a motion for an order that Loftus. de Launay Mollerns Le 





9) isan authority shewing what the duty of the judge is 
application for an interlocutory injunction to restrain a libel, 


Champion, the respondent, might be ordered to have the, custody of Loftus 
Claude Le Champion, the child of the marriage of the petitioner 
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and respondent, and that Caroline Muriel, Valencia Mollerns Le Cham- 
pion, the petitioner, might be ordered to forthwith deliver the said child 
to the respondent. In support of the motion, it was said that the child 
was born in October, 1895. The mother did not nurse it, and it was 
brought up by hand. The child was attached to its father. It was 
believed that the child was out of the jurisdiction of the court. Upon 
behalf of the petitioner, an adjournment of the motion was applied for, 
upon the ground that no affidavits had been filed by the wife in opposition 
to those filed by the husband. The lanation was that the solicitor 
acting for the wife had only within the fast few days obtained a clue as 
to where she was. He now hoped that she would be found and that affi- 
davits upon her behalf might be filed by Wednesday next. 

Oave, J., said that there would be an order that the child be produced 
on Wednesday next, and the motion would be adjourned till then.— 
CounszEL, Crump, Q.C0., and Pritchard ; Guy Stephenson. Souicrrons, Lewis 
$ Lewis ; Troutbeck § Co. 

[Reported by J. E. Atpovus, Barrister-at-Law.] 


RALEIGH PRINTING AND PUBLISHING CO. v. ARTHUR—23rd 
September. 


Company—Vo.tuntTary Winpinc Urp—Apporntment or Liquipator—Con- 
FIRMATORY Mzgetinc—Conriict or Evipence—Ho.wpine ovr as Liqui- 
DATOR—INJUNCTION. 


This was a motion, on behalf of the plaintiff company, that the defen- 
dant, Fitzgerald Arthur, and his agent might be restrained from describing 
or holding out the defendant as the liquidator of the plaintiff company, 
and from applying to the debtors of the plaintiff company, or any of them, 
for payment of the amounts due from them, or any of them, to the plain- 

iff company, or from receiving or collecting the same or any part 
thereof. In support of the motion it was stated that in the early part of the 
present year it was thought that the company should have articles of 
association other than table A, and on the 23rd of April a meeting of share- 
holders was held, at which a resolution was that the company 
should be wound up voluntarily, and that the defendant Arthur should be 
appointed liquidator. The company was the owner of the Admirally and 
Horse Guards Gazette. No subsequent meeting had been held to confirm 
the resolution, and therefore the resolution was of no validity. The busi- 
ness. was carried on, and the defendant, who was in the adver- 
tising department, continued to act as such until June, 1896, when he was 
discharged. The defendant was also a director, and a good deal of friction 
existed between him and the other directors. After iis discharge in June 
the defendant put himself forward as the liquidator, and sent out circulars 
saying that all moneys shov'd be paid to him. The question, therefore, 
was whether the defendant was validly appointed the liquidator of the 
company. The affidavits shewed that no meeting had ever been held to 
confirm the informal resolution of April. The defendant said he had been 

resent at a confirmatory meeting duly convened, but it was abso- 
utely denied by other directors that any such meeting was held. It 
was. also stated on behalf of the plaintiff company that during the 
three months which intervened between the passing of the resolution 
and the dismissal of the defendant he had never acted as liquidator, and 
the business of the company had been carried on as before. The company 
was perfectly solvent, and for any person to hold himself out as liquidator 
of the company must have a serious effect upon it. No persons would 
advertise in the Admiralty and Horse Guards Gazette if they thought it might 
cease to exist at any time. It was submitted that the defendant was not 
liquidator, and ought to be restrained. On behalf of the defendant it was 
said that it was undisputed that on the 23rd of April a valid resolution was 
passed by the company for winding up and for the appointment of the 
defendant as liquidator. The only question was whether that resolution 
was confirmed. It was agreed that after the resolution was passed a 
subsequent meeting was convened. The pointin dispute was as to whether 
that meeting was held. The defendant swore positively that the original 
resolution was confirmed. [The directors’ minute-book, which was said 
to be the only minute-book of the company, was produced, and there was 
no minute of either resolution.] As there was a conflict as to what was 
done, the proper course wov'd be to put the defendant under terms to pay 
in any money he collected into some bank. The defendant would, - 
out prejudice, undertake for forrteen days not to represent himself as 
liquidator or to collect: moneys. 

AvzE, J.—I must leave the company to decide this. Seven days’ notice 
of a. meeting can be given. I think an undenteking should be om by 
the defendant not to act as liquidator, and the motion will be adjourned 
for a fortnight.—Counse,, J. D. Crawford; Macaskie. Soutcrrors, J. C. 
Wheeler ; Bennett § Leaver. 


[Reported by J. E. Aupous, Barrister-at-Law. } 


WYATT v. PHIPPS—23rd September. 


Contract—Meranine or “Tour ”’—Ovstom or Prorgsston—AMBicuitr— 
InsUNCTION. 


This was a motion un behalf of the plaintiff, Mrs. Wyatt, an actress 
yooteesonnty known as Violet Melnotte, for an injunction — the 
efendant, Mr. John Phipps, an actor, to restrain him until the trial of 
the action or further order from ac or orming at the Parkhurst 
Theatre, Holloway, London, or at the Winter Gardens, Blackpool, Lan- 
caster, or elsewhere except as a member of or in connection with the 
theatrical com managed by the tiff during the tour referred to 
in an agreement dated the 25th of uly, 1896, or from otherwise com- 
mi a breach of such agreement. support of the motion it was 
said by. the t the defendant rm in The 


agreed to 
Co-respondent during the tour of the same in the country. At Northampton 





ke gave a week’s notice that he did not intend to gueun ony lenge ee : 


the plaintiff, as he had a better t in London ; at the end 
of the week he left the intiff without any further notice, and he had 
since performed at the urst Theatre, and was at present performing 
at Blackpool at the Winter Gardens. The defendant, in person, said that 
he had performed the contract after he had acted for three weeks. The 
contract did not specify ‘‘ the whole tour,” and in the profession a tour 
meant three weeks. It was admitted that. the tour had not come to an 
end, 

Cave, J.—The contract must be performed. It says that the defendant 
is to act for the tour, and if he wanted any different construction put 
upon it he should have taken care that it was less . There 
must be an injunction in terms of the notice of motion.—Counsst, 2. 
Ford, Soxticrrors, Beyfus § Beyfus. 

{Reported by J. E. Apovs, Barrister-at-Law. } 








LAW SOCIETIES, 
MANCHESTER INCORPORATED LAW ASSOCIATION. 


The annual general meetiug of the members of this Association was held 
on Wednesday, 29th July, 1896, at their rooms, Kennedy-street, when an 
account of the receipts and disbursements for the year ending December, 
1895 (previously audited by two of the members), was submitted and 
passed, and the officers and committee were elected for the ensuing year. 
Mr. G. W. Fox was elected President, and Messrs. R. W. Williamson and 
J. J. Lambert, Vice-presidents. 

The report of the Committee as to the proceedings of the Association for 
- m4 year was read by the honorary secretary, and unanimously 

opted. 





The following are extracts from the report : — 

Members.—The Association now consists of 259 members. During the 
year eight new members were elected. During the same period five mem- 
bers have resigned. 

Vice-Chancellor of the Palatine Chancery Court.—Mr. Samuel Hall, QC., 
has been appointed Vice-‘Jhancellor of the County Palatine in the place 
of the late Mr. W. F. Robinson, Q.0. Vice-Chancellor Hall has taken up 
his residence in Broughton Park, Manchester. The Palatine Chancery 
Court does not now adjourn on the days when Palatine appeals are heard 
in London, and other arrangements have been made by which much valu- 
able time will be saved to the court. The Vice-Chancellor has kindly 
consented to continue to the law students the prizes established by Sir 
Henry Fox Bristowe, and by his desire they are now given in the form of 
books impressed with the arms of The Owens . 

Associated Provincial Law Societies.—The annual meeting of the societies 
was held in London on the 9th of April last, and the Association was 
represented by Mr. J. T. Doyle (Vice-president). The accounts were 

and the subscription was fixed at the same rate as last year. 
Resolutions were meee 4 first, that the present mode of selection and 
election of candidates for the Council of the Law Society of 
the United Kingdom is unsatisfactory, and thatit is desirable to amend 
the same; and, secondly, that the desired amendment could best be 
effected by dividing the country into districts and by allocating a certain 
number of seats to each, the districts being arranged with due regard to 
geographical position and to the number and influence of the law societies 
therein. A committee has been appointed, which includes Mr. Doyle as 
representing this association, the result of their deliberations will 
form the subject of a subsequent report. 

Continuous Sittings for Lancashire.—In November last, a Bill on this sub- 
ject, prepared by Mr. District Lowndes, of Li was con- 
sidered along with the Bill on the same subject into the last 
Parliament by Mr. W. H. Holland, M.P. An interview with Lond James 
of Hereford was obtained, with the object of inducing the Government to 
introduce into Parliament a measure to provide for the better administra- 


a judge to d of common law, admiralty, and divorce actions. It was 
felt that if by this means full provision was made for continuous sittings 
in Lancashire in these divisions, the Palatine Court mi well be absorbed 
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the Palatine Suitors’ Fee Fund, by consent of the Duchy, 
made available for the extra 
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explained that, as Chancellor of the Duchy, he intended to promote the 
efficiency of the Palatine Court in every way, and he asked for information 
as to the court fees and scale of costs, which has been supplied by the 
President. The Liverpool Law Society, after the interview, desired to 
abandon the larger scheme for the establishment of a branch of the High 
Court and to confine their efforts to re-introducing into Parliament Mr. 
Holland’s Bill, with some modification to prevent the administrative part 
of the Chancery work from interfering with the Palatine Court, and this 
course was eventually adopted, and the amended Bill was introduced into 
Parliament accordingly. On the 26th of February last a deputation from 
the Chambers of Commerce of Liverpool and Manchester, and the corpora- 
tions of those cities and of several other towns in the district, waited on 
the Lord Chancellor, to press on him their views on the subject of con- 
tinuous sittings. At their request the law societies of Liverpool and Man- 
chester attended, and the President, Mr. Allen, and Mr. Milne, repre- 
sented this Association. The deputation was introduced by Sir James 
Fergusson, M.P. After the increasing requirements of this populous 
county had been fully and gbly stated by Mr. MacArthur (President of the 
Liverpool Chamber of Commerce), Mr. Holland (President of the Man- 
chester Chamber of Commerce), and others, the Lord Chancellor pointed 
out various Me pce to the proposals of the deputation and asked for 
some and statistics regarding the cases entered for the local assizes. 

ese particulars have been supplied, and are now under the considera- 
tion of the Council of Judges; their decision has not yet been made 
public, but a member of the Government lately stated in reply to a ques- 
tion in the House of Commons that he understood arrangements were in 
ee which he hoped would go far to meet the requirements of 


Land Transfer.—The Incorporated Law Society have had a Bill drafted by 
Mr, Wolstenholme to carry out suggestions for simplifying the transfer of 
real property, without the establishment of a register, which were made 
in the course of evidence given on this subject before the Committee of 
the House of Commons appointed by the late Government, and such Bill 
has been sent to the Lord Chancellor for consideration. No Bill on the 
subject has been introduced by the Government in the present session, 
and so no active steps have been the Association in the matter. Mr. 
Wolstenholme’s Bill was very carefully considered by your Commiitee, and 
their report is as follows :-— 

Your Committee have considered the Bill, prepared ot the instance of 
the Incorporated Law Society of the United Kingdom, by Mr. Wolsten- 
holme, with the object of simplifying the title to and the transfer of land, 
and they have considered the alternative Bill, drawn up by Mr. Budd, and 
the draft reports of Mr. Hunter, Mr. Lake, and Mr. Budd upon the two 
Bills, and they beg a as follows :—In the opinion of the Committee 
it is not ible materially to facilitate or lessen the cost of the transfer of 
land without adopting the principle that some person or persons should 
always be able to transfer the whole ownership without enquiring into 
and notwithstanding notice of equities. The Committee are also of 

i that legislation on the lines Mr. Wolstenholme’s Bill, other than 
parts relating to settlements and cautions and inhibitions, would be 
well ;calculated to carry out the principle affirmed by the preceding 
paragraph. Your Committee venture to express the opinion that the 
the estate of the tenant for life under an existing settle- 
ment into a fee is unnecessary, as the power of granting the fee which the 
tenant for life now has under the Settled Land Act would remain as at 
Though the Committee are not prepared to recommend the 


[ 


U 


r 


action of further contentious subjects into the Bill, they regret that 
has been found desirable to exclude lands of copyhold and customary 
from the operation of the Bill, and they take the opportunity of 
their opinion that it is desirable to simplify conveyancing by the 

abolition of all copyhold and customary tenures. 

'y Courts, Service of Summonses.—A communication was received 
from his honour Judge Parry with reference to a complaint which had been 
made to him by a firm of solicitors ——— process servers in both 
the Manchester and Salford courts with gross laxity in the performance of 

His honour desired to ascertain how far this complaint was 

endorsed by the profession at . A letter was written to his honour in 

him for bringing the matter before the Association, and 

him there was AE gee complaint regarding the manner 

the county court offi or their work, the individual 

experiences of the members of the Committee being that those duties were 
discharged in a sati manner. 

PRs of Practice.—A question submitted to the Committee as to whether 


is entitled to have the title-deeds handed over to him on 
of a sale of land on chief rent where the vendor retains no 


question. 

Conditions of Salc.—Your Committee have had under consideration the 
advisability of adding to the general form of conditions issued by the 
Association a clause giving the purchaser the benefit of any existing fire 
insurance in the event of a fire between the sale and completion, and a 
of such condition, settled by counsel (Mr. Hull), will be found in the 

together with the report of your committee giving the 
reasons aga‘nst adding the same to the general conditions. 

[The following is the condition settled by Mr. Hull :— 

Any insurance against fire subsisting on the rty shall from the 
date of the sale, if the chase be completed, be for the benefit of the 
subj te consent of the office to be obtained by the 
purchaser at his own expense, the purchaser on the completion paying to 


3 


the vendor a proportionate part of the premium for the unexpired term of 
insurance but the vendor shall sat be bound to keep up or renew the 
nor shall he in any way be liable beyond the amount recovered 


fF 





thereon. *[In the event of the occurrence of a fire before the completion 
of the purchase the insurance money shall, subject to such consent as 
aforesaid, be applied in reinstating the property, or shall at the option of 
the purchaser be paid to him on completion.] In no event shall the 
payment of the purchase money be delayed by reason of a fire taking 
place after the date of the sale. 

The following is the report of the Committee : — 

The Committee having ascertained from counsel (Mr. Hull) that no 
satisfactory condition transferring the interest on pending fire policies 
from vendor to purchaser can be formulated without the consent of the 
insurance companies, and feeling that considerable difficulty might arise 
in having a temporary arrangement with the companies, the committee 
are of opinion that no clause to that effect should be added to the 
conditions of the Association. ] . 

Legacy Duties and Solicitor Trustee's Power to Charge under Wills.—It will be 
remembered that in a recent case a question arose as to whether a solicitor 
who was a witness to a will, and also a trustee thereunder, was 
disqualified by being such a witness from availing himself of the power to 
charge given to him as a trustee under the will. In that case counsel 
pointed out that, if the power were dealt with in this way, it would 

ractically turn the benefit derived by the solicitor under the power into a 
Com end the judge said he was not prepared to dissent from that view. 
As an illustration of an attempt to carry these views into practice a 
memorandum is set out in the appendix, showing how a claim for 
legacy duty was actually made upon a member of the Association, and 
although the claim was withdrawn on being opposed, the circumstance is 
worth noting, as no opportunity should be lost of resisting any such 
attempt as the one made to charge legacy duty on a professional man’s 
earnings. 

[The following is the memorandum above referred to :— 

The late A. 8. by her will appointed O. D., a solicitor of the city of 
Manchester, one of the executors thereof, and left a pecuniary legacy of 
£ to the said C. D. if he should prove the will. The will also con- 
tained the following clause :—‘‘I further declare that the said O. D. may 
either himself or by his firm transact the business of, and connected with 
the executorship of my will,. and shall be entitled to charge against my 
estate, and shall be paid therout all usual and proper professional 
charges for business so transacted.’’ The will was proved by the executors 
and C. D. in 1695, he and his partner acting as solicitors for the executors 
in this and subsequent business connected with the estate. Legacy duty 
was paid on ©. D.’s pecuniary legacy before mentioned. CO. D. and his 
partner wrote in the name of their firm to the Controller Legacy and 
Succession Duty Office, Somerset House, asking what claims there were 
for duties in respect of the estate beyond the legacy duties which had 
already been paid, and the duty still payable upon the residuary estate. 
The Controller replied to his letter, and amongst the claims made was the 
following one :—The duty upon the gift to C. D. of professional expenses 
in connection with the executorship should be paid from time to time on 
form No. 1.”’ In the reply of CO. D. and his partner to the above letter, 
they said:—‘‘It is not clear what the gift to O. D of professional 
expenses in connection with the executorship means ; does it mean that 
any out of pocket expenses incurred by CO. D. as executor and repaid him 
out of the estate have to be accounted for?’’ In answer to this the 
Controller wrote on the 16th March, 1896 :—‘‘ It is not proposed to 
adhere to the claim for legacy duty in respect of the professional charges 
which C. D. has power to make under the terms of the will, and that part 
of the official letter which relates to the claim may now be considered as 
withdrawn.’’] 

Assimilation and Extension of Trustees’ Investment Powers.—A memorial has 
been sealed by the Association, and has been sent up to the Lord Ohan- 
cellor, as it is understood that his lordship has in contemplation some 
alteration in the scope of trustees’ investments. 








NEW ORDERS, &c. 
CLERKSHIPS IN THE LEGACY DUTY OFFICE. 


The Civil Service Commissioners hereby give notice, that the following 

Regulations have been approved by the Lords Commissioners of Her 

Majesty’s Treasury, viz. :— 

SrzciaL Recuiations (Supplementary to the General Regulations issued 
8th April, 1872, and amended by subsequent notices in the London 
Gazette) respecting an Open Competitive Examination for not fewer 
than twelve Clerkships of the t Division in the Legacy Duty 
Office of the Inland Revenue Department, viz. :—Nine Clerkships in 
the Legacy Duty Office, London, and three Olerkships in the Office 
in Dublin. 





N.B.—These Regulations are liable to alterations for future Examinations. 
1. The limite of for this situation are 21 and 27, and Candidates 
must be of the prescribed age on the first day of the Examination. 
2. No Candidate will be eligible who has not, before the date of the 
Competition — 
(a.) Passed the Final Examination of the Incorporated Law Society of 
the United Kingdom, or 
(b.) Passed the Final Examination of the Incorporated Law Society of 
Ireland, 








*Where the building is bound to be reinstated this part (to | should be omitted, 
ths epte covenant or by reason of being subject to 14 Geo, 4, c. 78, s. 83, or any 














pletion 
ent as 
tion of 
all the 
taking 


hat no 
olicies 
of the 
t arise 
mittee 
to the 


will be 
licitor 
, was 
wer to 
ounsel 
would 
into a 
view. 
tice a 
m for 
n, and 
nce is 
’ such 
man’s 


sity of 
acy of 
» con- 
. may 
| with 
st my 
sional 
sutors 
sutors 

duty 
id his 
y and 

were 
n had 
state. 
as the 
enses 
ne on 
letter, 
sicnal 
1 that 
d him 
s the 
ed to 
larges 
t part 
red as 


al has 
Jhan- 
some 


wing 
' Her 


ssued 
ondon 
fewer 
Duty 
lps in 
J) ffice 


fates 
f the 
ty of 
ty of 


tted, 
r any 








Sept. 26, 1896. 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 


[Vol 40.] 783 








and no Candidate who has passed or qualified as above will be eligible it 
he cannot produce a certificate from the Solicitors under whom he served 
his articles or apprenticeship to the effect that in the course of his service 
he has been actually employed in conveyancing and Chancery business. 

Every Candidate who has passed the Examination under head (a.) or 
(5.) must have served for five years as articled clerk, or apprentice in 
Treland, to a Solicitor in actual practice, or for four years if he has proved 
his title to be admitted asa Solicitor after being articled or apprenticed 
for four years, or for three years if he is a graduate of a University in 
Great Britain or Ireland. 

Evidence on these points must be sent in at such times and in such 
manner as the Civil Service Commissioners may appoint. 


3. The Examination will be in the following subjects :— 


Obligatory Subjects. 
1. Handwriting and Orthography. 
2. Arithmetic (including Vulgar and Decimal Fractions). 
3. English Composition. 
4. Law of Real and Personal Property, including Conveyancing (the 
Examination to be in the English Law on these subjects). 


Optional Subjects. 


5. History of England, and of the Constitution. 
6. Any two of the following languages: Latin, French, German. 


4, Application for permission to attend the Examination must be made 
at such time, and in such manner, as the Commissioners may appoint. 

5. A fee of £2 will be required from every Candidate attending the 
Examination. 

The Civil Service Commissioners further give notice that an Open Com- 
petitive Examination will be held under the foregoing Regulations in 
London and Dublin, commencing on the 10th November, 1896. 

No person will be admitted to Examination from whom the Secretary of 
the Civil Service Commission has not received, on or before the 23rd 
October, an application, in the candidate’s own handwriting, on a pre- 
scribed form, which may be obtained from the Secretary at once. 








LEGAL NEWS. 
OBITUARY. 


Mr. T. W. Marryn, solicitor, of the firm of Rundle & Martyn, of Devon- 
port, diecl suddenly on Wednesday evening, at the early age of 30 years. 
He had been ill only a few days from peritonitis, but no serious conse- 
quences were anticipated. He was in large practice at Devonport, and was 
unanimously dated 3 mayor of the borough in November last. In legal 
circles, says the Western Morning News, Mr. Martyn was regarded, and 
justly regarded, with feelings not only of esteem, but of affection. In 
addition to being an advocate of conspicuous ability, and one whose voice 
was listened to with marked attention by the judicial benches before whom 
he was called upon to plead, he was looked upon as a thoroughly sound 
lawyer. His name was connected with many of the causes célébre of the 
West of England. Last year Mr. Martyn defended be peg Stokes, of the 
King’s Royal Lancaster Regiment, before court- at Devonport, and 
obtained the acquittal of his client. The cases before the civil courts in 
which Mr. Martyn was engaged are legion, and with the licensing benches 
of the Three Towns his addresses carried great weight. During the past 
municipal year Mr. Martyn’s position as chief magistrate of the borough 
precluded him from practising before the Devonport bench, but he con- 
tinued to appear before his Honour Judge Edge at the county courts of 
Plymouth and Stonehouse. Mr. Martyn was led as possessing all 
the attributes of a successful lawyer, and his well-measured and ofttimes 
brilliant addresses to the courts before which he appeared in a professional 
capacity, induced his many admirers in the legal A we yg to predict for 
him an exceptionally brilliant future as an advocate, Mr. Martyn’s 
manner was ever suave and courteous to a degree, and in police-court work 
his savoir faire never deserted him. He served his articles with Messrs. 
Peter & Sons, of Launceston, and subsequen’ ta year in the office 
of Messrs. Gregory, Rowcliffe, & Co. After his final examination, 
and being admitted, he came to Devonport in January, 1887, and entered 
immediately into partnership with Mr. G. H. E. Rundle, under the style 
of Rundle & Martyn. 

The Standard of Thursday announces the death, on Wedue: , of Mr. 
W. T. Suaw, solicitor, of Derby. Mr. Shaw, who was admi in 1843, 
was chairman of the Derby School Board for twenty years. He was a 
leading member of the Wesleyan body, and was greatly respected. 

The death is announced of Mr. Isaac Oxtver Jonzs, of re 
solicitor, in his eighty-fourth year. Mr. Jones, who was the head of the 
firm of Oliver Jones, Billson, & Oo., was admitted in 1834. 


GENERAL 


Lord Russell of Killowen is stated to be paying a visit to President 
Cleveland at Gray Gables. 


Mr, Dundas Gardiner writes to the Zimes, poin 
Lord Chancellors have been the kee 
during her 
Leonards, 


out that thirteen 
of the conscience of the Queen 


—namely, Lord Co Lord Lyndhurst, Lord St. 
Cranworth, Lord Chelmsford, Lord en Lord Camp- 


bell, Lord bet om f Lord Cairns, Lord Hatherley, Lord Selborne, Lord’ 


Herschell, and Lord Halsbury 


The American Law Review announces the death of Mr. Austin Abbott, 
a prolific legal author. In connection with his brother he prepared 
Abbott’s New York ; and this was followed by Abbott’s Forms, 
Abbott’s Federal Practice, Abbott’s Practice , Abbott’s Practice 

rts (New Series), Abbott’s New Cases, Abbott’s Trial Evidence, 
Abbott’s Trial Brief, and numerous o works which one could not trust 
his memory to mention without consulting a In 1889, the 
University of New York conferred upon him the of LL.D. In 1891 
he was made the Dean of the Law School of that University, with the Chair 


of Pleading, Equity, and Evidence. 

A West of England paper remarks on the fact that the offices of sexton 
and parish clerk are practically hereditary. There recently died a 
man who, for years, was sexton of Littleham. He succeeded his 


father, who had sexton for forty-two years. The son of the 
deceased has also acted for his father the last t years, so that 
during the last century the duties of sexton in this have been dis- 
charged by three generations of the same family. e office of parish 


clerk at Littleham has been held by the family of Blackmore for 165 
years. 


A writer in the Globe says of the Master of the Rolls: ‘‘ He is the 
‘ Grand Old Man’ of the bench, and is as keen ane qeceaes st eee 
as when the ermine was fresh uw his shoulders. Twenty-eight years 
has he occupied a seat on the , and thirteen years has he been 
entitled to retire on a pension. It is rumoured at the close of every term 
that the courts will know him no more, but regularly on the opening day 
of the following sittings his bronzed countenance sheds its wholesome 
light on the Court of Appeal, and the manner in which he pierces a fallacy 
or brushes aside a technicality removes ee of retirement. 
A rumour as to his resignation went the of the Inns with - 
tional persistency two years ago; the effective answer of the Master of 
Rolls was to reappear in court with a new wig.” 


Bodmin is up in arms against the to abolish the assize for the 
trial of civil causes in Cornwall. At the of the Town Council 
a memorial to the Lord Chancellor was adopted, in which the Council 

int out that “such an alteration as that contemplated would 

er Majesty’s Cornish subjects of the privilege of local trial for local 
causes, enjoyed by them from time immemorial ; would entail manifest 
hardship and inconvenience, and considerable additional ex: i 
witnesses, and others ha to attend elsewhere than within the county 
for the purposes of the of such causes, and furthermore, that any 
such change is not calculated to facilitate the disposal of litigation of a 

urely local nature, and such as frequently requires special local kaow- 
edge on the part of witnesses and jurymen to deal with satisfactorily.’’ 


The Times says that a 
Oliver Mowat, i 
has just been made public. 
Charles Tupper’s Ministry an \ 
fewer than 173 barristers to be Queen’s counsel. 
Order be rescinded—advice accepted — Governor-General—Sir Oliver 
pointed out that 481 Queen’s counsel been ap 
federation (1867) and 1896, though no appointments 
Mackenzie Administration (1873-78), that in eighteen 
ber appointed had been 397. In where the n barristers 
was several times greater than in Canada, only #54 had been appointed 
Queen’s counsel in twenty-two years. 


A correspondent of the Zimes says that ‘‘ When the tithe i 
were made in pursuance of the 1836 Act in the several 
land and Wales where tithes were levied, the agreements, valuations, and 
other papers in connection with such apportionments were deposited with 
the Tihs Commissioners (now the Board of Agriculture) at thair offices in 
London for safe keeping. sane, Sends Se pee ee eee 
preparation of these papers, access to was 
very special cases, or under order of a court of As the 
questions put in the House of Commons on the subject last Session, 
and of the speech of Mr. Herbert Lewis, M.P., on 
Appropriation Bill, the president of the Board of Agriculture has promised 
to give in future every facility in his 


to 
such papers.” The correspondent that he has “ recently obtained 
Seah yenaiedion, te it had been previously refused. The fee charged 
for the inspection be Is.”’ 


The following notification as to the stamping of transfers has been 
forwarded by the Inland Revenue Department to the Share and Loan 
44 some 


Department of the Stock Exchange :—** It that ——— 
hension exits aso the law and regulations under which transfers ved 
in this country from 
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Board of Inland Revenue have, however, considered in view of the risk of 
the loss in transit of the stamped document, whether they can relax the 
regulations at present in force as regards transfers first executed here and 
then sent to the colonies or abroad for completion and return, and they 
have now decided to allow the stamping of such instraments on due proof 
to the satisfaction of the Board’s officer that they are presented for stamp- 
ing within thirty days of their return to the United Kingdom.” 


The well-known rule of the ancient English law was, says the 
American Law Review, that a jury should have neither meat nor drink, fire 
nor candle, until they had returned a verdict. In the recent case of State 
Bank v. Kelly, decided in the Supreme Court of South Carolina, it seems 
that this was attempted. The trial judge in his official statement of the 
case thus describes what he did: ‘‘ I put them in charge of some constables 
the first night, and gave them an envelope with the usual instructions 
about brin in. a sealed verdict, and these instructions were not changed. 
Supper was furnished the first night, and breakfast next morning ; and I 
then told the Deputy Sheriff, Mr. R. J. Scarborough, to give them 
nothing more to eat, that they would never agree if we kept on giving 
them sumptuous meals every mealtime. I did not intend that they 
should suffer for food or anything reasonable or proper for them to have, 
nor do I believe that they did suffer for one moment. I was informed 
afterwards that there was only one who stood out, and that the other 
eleven were delighted when the rations were stopped. I heard nothing 
more from the jury, either directly or indirectly, till 4 o’clock p.m. of the 
second day, as above stated, and nothing at any time about their being 
hungry.”” The Supreme Court of South Carolina very properly held that 
a verdict to which a single juror had yielded his assent under duress of 
hunger ought not to be permitted to stand. 








Warntno To tytenpinc House Purcnasers anp Lesszes.—Before pur- 
chasing or renting a house, have the Sanitary Arrangements thoroughly 
Examined by an Expert from The Sanitary Engineering Co. (Carter Bros.), 
65, Victoria-street, Westminster. Fee for a London house, 2 guineas ; 
country by arrangement. (Established 1875.)—[Apvr.] 








THE PROPERTY MART. 


SALES OF ENSUING WEEK. 
Oct. 1.—Mesars. H. E. Foster & Cranrrevp, at the Mart, at 2— 
REVERSIONS : 

To Life Interest in one-third of residuary estate, valued at £6,475; life, gentleman, 32, 

To £3,718 India 3} Stock, valued at £4,400; life, lady, 47. Solicitors, Howard & 
Atherton, London. 

To one-fifth of a Trust Fund of £3,800in Gas Stocks and on Mortgage; life, lady, 52. 
Solicitor, H. Stanley-Jones, Esq., London. 


POLICIES : 

For £2,000 endowment, with profits, in Scottish Life Office, maturing June 1, 1902, 
or death, bonuses £450 ; life, gentleman, 28. Solicitors, Messrs. Flower, Nussey, 
& Fellowes, London. ‘ 

For £500, with profits, in Seottish Life Office; life, gentleman, 64; bonus addition 
£80, premium £27 12s. 6d. 

For £500, with profits, in Liverpool and London and Globe Insurance Company ; 
life, gentleman, 54; premium £11 6s. Sd. Solicitors, Messrs. Hooper & Wollen, 


Torquay. 

For £400. in Liverpool and London and Globe Insurance Co.; life, gentleman, 60; 

premirm £6 7s. 8d. Solicitors, Hooper & Wollen, Torquay. 
SHARES: 

In Vornberger, Hirsch, &'To. (Limited), Sausage Skin Makers, &c. ; Brin’s Oxygen 
Co. (Limited); Soham and District Gas Co. (Limited). Solicitors, Messrs. 
Hays, Schmettan, & Ancrum, London. 

and EFFECTS: 


E $ 
Oct. 2.—At Taylor’s Auction Rooms, 21, Sloahe-street, Pimlico, at 1. 








WINDING UP NOTICES. 


London Gazette~Fripay, Sept. 18. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Luoorep 1x Caancery. 

Auprep Buaw & Co, Limitep—Petn for winding up, presented Sept 7, directed to be 
heard on Oct 28. Fi & Son, 3, Laurence Pountney-hill, solors forcompany. Notice 
> sggeccing must the above named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of 

Epsom Ractxe Stapies, Linitep—Petn for winding up, presented Sept 11, directed to be 
heard on Oct 28. Sutton & Co, 3 and 4, Gt Winchester st, solors for peturs. Notice of 


eppearing «must reach the above named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of 
7 


“Gaeystoxe Castitz” Suir Co, Lamtrep—Creditors are required, on or before Sept 30, 


to names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to W. J. 
Chambers, 5, King st, Liverpool 


send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Henry 
K. Layborn, 28, Chapel st, Liverpool 
Zapopan Mixes, Limrrep—Creditors are requested, on or before Nov 16, to send their 
names and po ny and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Charles Ronaldson 
- Bang Marsh Pigram, 71, Bishopsgate st. Birchalls, Gracechurch st, solors to the 
qui 
London Gazette.—Turspay, Sept. 22. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 

Luurep in CHANocERY. 
Fartsworth Moston Woopnouses anp Disrrict Biturostixe anp Apvertisina Co, 
Lim1rzp—Creditors are required, on or before Wednesday, Oct 21, to send their names 
addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Albert Hoyle, 18, The 

Walk, Rochdale. Ripley, Rochdale, solor for liqvidator 
Lixpsay’s Exrenpep (East) Gop Mixe, Lisirep—Creditors are required, on or before 


Oct 27, to send their names and addresses, and the particu'ars of their debts or claims, 
to Frederic Offor, 110, Cannon st 


Lixpsay’s Gop Mines, Liurrep—Crediters are required, on or before Oct 27, to send 
Lig eam - addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Frederic Offer, 
» on s 


T. Kyienr & Sons, Limrrep—Creditors are required, on or before Nov 15, to send their 
names and addresses, and particulars of their debts or claims, to Mr. Ernest John Spar- 
shatt, 14, Goldney rd, Clifton, Bristol. Payne & Fuller, Bath, solors to liquidator 

Martin Marraews & Co, Lunrzp—By an order made by Chitty, J., dated Sept 9, it was 
ordered that the volrntary winding up of the company be continued. Kingsford & Co, 
Essex st, Strand, solors for petners 


Wicston ELEcTICAL AND Enaingrnina Co, Limirep—Petn for winding up, presented 
Sept 15, directed to be heard on Oct 28. Crowders & Vizard, 55, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, 
solors for petners. Notice of appearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 
o’clock in the afternoon of Oct 27 

FRIENDLY SOCIETIES DISSOLVED. 
Poor Man’s Friexpiy Society, Black Swan, Peasholm Green, York. Sept 16 
Roya aa Frienpiy Socizry, Highlander Inn, Winlaton, Blaydon-on-Tyne, Durham. 


St, Gzoree Cuarrer No. 55 Royau Ancn Degree Oxper or Druips, Roebuck Inn, 
Byrom st, Manchester, Sept 16 








CREDITORS’ NOTICES. 
UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP. 35. 
Last Day or Cram. 
London Gazette.—Faipay, Sept. 18. 
Auras, Aosate Frepsrick, Charfield, Gloucester, Farmer Oct 17 Pomeroy & Co 
Barratt, Cuarves, Stoke Newington Nov6 Makinson & Co, Devereux bldgs 
Barratt, Hargierr, Stoke Newington Sept 10 Makinson & Co, Devereux bldgs 
Barratt, Samuet Toomas Peart, South Hampstead Oct5 Drake & Co, Rood In 
Barry, Horace, BirchinlIn Novi6 Cooper & Co, Birchin1n 
Barton, Gzorce, Edgbaston, Birmingham Nov1 Westwood, Birmingham 
Buackett, Joun Cuartes, Thorpe, Surrey Nov19 Long & Co, Windsor 
Bootn, Mary Ayn, Longsight Oct 4 Eltoft & Eltoft, Manchester 
Cocks, Henry Anprew Witu14m, Durham Oct 21 Barron & Smith, Darlington 
Dorsine, Ex1as, Pendlebury, Lancaster Nov3 Farrar & Co, Manchester 
Dupiey, Hannan Hennierra, Yardley, Worcs Novy1 Westwood, Birmingham 
Dosrorp, Ereayor, Newport, lof W Sept 30 Roach Pittis, Newpoit 
Entwistz, Cuarues, Eccles, Lancasier Noy 2 Grundy & Co, Manchester 
Evans, Tuomas, Eccleshall, Staffs, Labourer Oct 17 Cooper & Lea, Eccleshall 
Fie.p, Samve., Skelmanthorpe, York. Nov6 Jackson, Huddersfield 
Fiswer, Wit.1am, Cardiff Oct 30 Woodcock & Co, Bloomsbury sq 
Freox, Anna Mary, Wakefield Oct 9 Stewart & Chalker, Wakefield 
Fuutoy, Frances Cuar.orte, Edgbaston Nov 3 Ryland & Co, Birmingham 
Evrrs, Toomas Fawrurop, Bradford, York Oct 22 Atkinson & Ward, Bradford 
Haupaye, Caartes Freperics, Plymouth Oct 31 Gidley & Son, Plymouth 
Hampson, Saran, Tylhus, Ingatestone, Essex Oct 31 Fullagar & Hulton, Bolton 
Hitt, Evizasera Mary, Tunbridge Wells Nov 20 Rodgers & Co, Sheffield 
Houtesres, Luxe, Bournemouth Oct 31 Browa, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Howe, Rosert, Leeds Oct 31 Gould & Coombe, Sheffield 
Jouty, Rosert, Heigham, Norwich Oct 31 Sadd & Bacon, Norwich 
Jones, ALpHonso Henry, Greenford Oct 21 Stacpoole &.Co, Old Broad st 
Kewyepy, Ameiia Maria, Sydenham Oct 14 Arnold & Henry Waite, Gt Marlborough 
a, ao Tuomas, Coleman st Nov 15 Tyler, Clement’s inn, Strand 
Lakeman, Sauvet, St John’s Wood Oct 31 Saxton & Son, Queen Victoria st 
Lavreyt, Jutes Vesque, Walsall Oct 17 Armstrong, Walsall 





Lixpsay’s Exrzspep (East) Gop Mive, Linrrep—Creditors are required, on or before 
Oct 27, to send their names addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, 
to Frederic Offor, 110, Cannon st 


Lixpsay’s Gop Mixzs, Liuitzp—Creditors are required, on or before Oct 27, to send | 
ir names and , and the particulars of their debts or claims, io Frederic | 
, 110, Cannon st | 


New Gorpos Diamoxp Co, Linirep (1x Liquipatioy)—Creditors are required, on or | 
before Oct 18, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or | 
claims, to Nathan Clayden and Joseph Bruce, of 191, Gresham house, Old Broad st. 
Slaughter & May, Austinfriars, solors to the liquidators | 

Simm Czra Soar Co, Lamitep—Creditors are required, on or before Oct 30, to send their 
names addresses, and the i their debts or claims, to James Todd, 3, | 
Winckley «q, Preston. Turner & Sons, Preston, solors to the liquidator 

Sreamente “ Evairiwes” Co, Linrrep—Creditors are required, on or before Oct 31, to 








Manzuiorr, Joseru, Nottingham Nov2l1 Henry Wing & Son, Nottingham 

Ouiver, Jouy, Gulval, Corawall, Market Gardener Oct 17 Dale, Penzance 

Payne, Davin, Harborne, Stafford Oct 23 Hooper & Ryland, Birmingham 

Penatusa, Ricuarp, Wendron, Cornwall, Miner Oct 3 Dale, Penzance 

Pexrcevat, Ernest Avaustus, Henbury, nr Bristol Oct 14 Arnold & Henry White, Gt 
MEGS, 5 Chiswick Oct 24 Oldman & Co, Old Serjeants’ inn 

Tuswer, Evizapera Muves, Iifracombe Oct 19 Stallard & Turner, Bedford row 
Vitvers, Joszrn. Birmingham, Gent Nov1 Westwood, Birmingham 

Wanp, Many Aww Mania, Watford, Herts Oct 19 Rickards & Co, Old Broad st 
Wie0x, Heway Josura, Horsley on Tyne, Farmer Nov? Brown, Newcastle on Tyne 
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BANKRUPTCY NOTICES. 
London Gazette.—Faivay, Sept. 18. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
Asuwortn, James, Keighley, Yorks, Tailor Bradford Pet 
Sept 14 Ord 14 
-—w. —, ‘ax, Milliner Halifax Pet Sept 
Bewnett, Witu1aM Hewry, Gelly; Gea hece = Oil Vendor 


Merthyr Tydfil Pet Sept 16 
Cuore, Starrorp, Kensington High on Pet Aug 12 
Ord Sept 14 


CiaPHamM, Lionet, Newcastle on Tyne Newcastle on Tyne 
Augi5 Ord 15 
Crarke, Samus, and JosepH CLARKE, Buiwell, Notting- 
ham No’ ham Pet t16 Ord Sept 16 f 
Cootry, Witt14m James, Peckham, Coal Merchant High 
Ce Pet Aug 21 Ord Sept 14 
Garton, Epcar VauGHan, a, —, Hotel Proprie- 
tor Croydon Pet Sept 16 Ord Sept 16 
om, ple ey Poultry er Liverpool Pet 
29 


15 
Guaox, ba est Bromwich Dud@ey Pet Sept 15 
15 
me emery th, nr Bolton, Br‘lder Bolton 
Pet Aug 29 Ord Sept 1 
Hewsrocx, ALBERT —~, abe, Solicitor Hanley Pet 
Aug 24 Ord Sept 1 
Intman, Wittiam, and Kwicut I:imay, Noble st, 


Faleon sq High Court Pet Sept14 Ord Sept 15 

Kyarep, James, Thetford, Norfolk, Wheelwright Noiwich 
Pet Aug 20 Ord Sept 16 : 

Lewis, Esenezer, Tollington Park High Court Pet Sept 
16 Ord Sept 16 

Makzriy, Josersa Francis, Aberavon, Glam, Grocer Neath 
Pet Sept 16 Ord Sept 16 


Mipeuey, Cuartes Hunt, Gt St Helen’s -- cars Agent 
High Court Pet Aug 25 Ord Sept 16 

Miuis, Aurrep, Richmond, Hotel Manager Wandsworth 
Pet Sept 12 Ord Sept 12 

Munsoy, Marruew, Marks Tey; am, Farmer Colches- 
ter Pet Sept 15 Ord Sept 15 

Nicnouas, Freperick, Berkley, Somersets, Farmer Frome 

14 Ord Sept 14 

Prynock, Georcre ALgert, and Epwarp Asrams, Minci 

lane, Merchants High Court Pet Aug 21 
t 16 


Porter, THomas Morean, Bristol, Boot Manufacturer 
Bristol Pet Sept 15 Ord Sept 15 

Porrsr, AtrrepD, Regent st, Bootmaker High Court Pet 
Augis Ord Sept 16 

Preston, Coartes Epwarp, Coleorton Moor, Leics, Black- 
smith Burtonon Treat Pet Sept15 Ord Sept 15 

Regs, Clement Peavey, Norwich Norwich Pet Sept 14 
Ord Sept 15 

Suarp, Asranam, Barrow in Furness, Labourer Uuiverston 
Pet t15 Ord Sept 15 

Spencer, Henny, Leicester, Commission Agent Leicester 
Pet Sept 16 Ord Sept 16 

Wes, Davin, jun, Weston park, Crouch End, Provision 
Merchant High Court Pet Sept 16 Ord Sept 16 

Wituis, Witt1am Henry, Parkstone, Dorsets Poole Pet 
Sept 14 Ord Sept 14 

Wixpeattr, Witu1am Ropert, South Brent, 2, Oil 
Dealer Plymouth PetSept14 Ord Sept 14 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


Bares, Wittiam, — > Sept 2at11 Off 
Ree, 6, Bond ter, Wakefield 

Bessey, Arruvr, Halifax, Milliner Sept 28 at 11 Off 

‘ownhall chmbrs, Halifax 

Buort, Frank Goupsair H, Wisbech, Mechanical Enginecr 
Sept 28 at 10 Court House, King’ s Lynn 

— Ouiver Joun, Ipswich, Clothier Sept 25 at 12.15 

inces st, Ipswich 

Cnceanmn, Isaac, Sheffield, Joiner Sept 25 at 3 Off Rec, 
Figtree ln, Sheffield 

GaimsHaw, Josern, Farnwoith, nr Bolton, Builder Sept 
29 at 10.30 16, Wood st, Bolton 


Hamer, Henry Pryce, See Norwood Sept 25 at 1 
Carey si 


Bankruptcy bl 

Hupsoy, Witu1aM Bay Nottingham Se Sept 25 at12 Off 
Rec, St Peter’s Church wal ham 

Titman, Witi1am, and Tuomas Knicut Itiman, Noble 


at, > Sq Sept 25 at 12 Bankruptcy bidgs, 


Carey st 
JAMES, p And St Ishmael’s, Pembrokes, Farmer Sept 26 at 
12.30 Castle Hotel, Havertoidwest 

Jennines, Ricuarp ERNest, Lee, Kent, Builder Sept 25at 
12.30 24, Railway app, London Bri 

, Cambs, Dealer Oct 14 at 

Off Rec, 5, Pettycury, Cambridge 

di, b gd Som, Cardiff, Brewer Sept29atl1 Off 


Price, Some Treha: Glam, Collier Sept 25at12 65, 
High st, Merthyr 

os LEMENT righ ie Norwich Sept 26at12 Off Rec, 

Roprncn. Badhes Joun, Cardiff, Grocer Bept 30at3 Off 


29, Queen st, Cardiff 

Russent, J haan Shepherd's Bush, Horse Dealer Sept 28 at 
11 Bankruptey bidgs, Carey st 

Sauirn, Roperr Arouenee, Snany Fen, —— Farmer 


Sept 28 at 10.15 Court ho Ki 
Suruertaxp, Davip pacesy, Ne 1 ie, Draper 
chmbrs, — 


—. Off Rec, @ loucester 
rt, Mon 


Toneen Percivau Purpey, nor, Oycle Engineer Sept 
™ ang | ag ay - 
URNER, conn TLIIAM heelwright Sept 28 
atll Off Rec, 22, Par! k k row, Leeds 


tey bldgs, Carey 


WaLxer. Davi Stockwell, ) rememmeees 
pes Sept 25 at 12 


Wituiams, Arraur Linton, Wores, Farmer 
Sept 25 at 11 OF Ben da Gopeuhenen ce, Wersteher 


ADJUDICATIONS. 
Asuworts, James, Keighley, Yorks, Tailor Bradford Pet 
Sept i4 Ord 


Bennett, Wintiam a, Oil Vendor 
Merthyr Tydfil Pet Pat Spt 15 "Ord 5 Ord 

Begsiey, ARTHUR, fax Pet Sept 
14 Ord Sept 14 


Curpzey, eas See, Builder Bridgwater Pet 
Aug 27 Ord Sept 15 


Cue Samus, and Josern Cuarke, Bulwell, Notting- 
ham Nottingham Pet Sept 16 Ord Sept 16 

Crewe, yoamre, Clapton, Financial Agent 
Pet June 20 Ord Sept 16 

sa Jou, Frodsham, Ches, Builder Warrington Pet 

Aug19 Ord Sept 14 

Emery, Aice ——, - Lambeth rd High Court Pet 

July 31 Ord Se; 


y 
Evans, Davin, Ol Bethnal 1 ee ior rd, Dairyman High 
Court onesge thie 16 = ai aan 


-_—— _ Harry, Shoe Manufacturer High 
uxt 


Pet Aug 27 Ord 6 

Gartox, Epcar Seen ee, Hotel Fvroprietor 
Croydon Pet Lady 15 

Gitsox, WILLIAM, Browriehe 1 Late Beerhouse Keeper 
Dudley Pet Sept 14 Ord Sept 15 

James, Joun, St Ishmael’s, Pembrokes, Farmer Pembroke 
Dock Pet Sept Ord Sept 15 

Maazin1, A, Whitechapel High Court Pet Aug 10 


16 
> yy Stak each 46 Aberavon, Glam, Grocer Neath 
it 16 
mm. FRED Rigkenond, Surrey, Hotel Manager 
Wandsworth Pet Sept 12° Ord Sept 12 
Monson, Matruew, Marks Tey, Essex, nen, Sumner Colchester 
Pet Sept 15 Ord Sept 15 
Nicuoras, Frepenrick, Berkley, Somerset, Farmer Frome 
Pet 14 Ord Se 


Pet Aug 14 Ord Sept15 
a ee Peavey, Norwich Norwich Pet Sept 14 
5 


Suarp, Aprauam, Barrow in Furness, Labourer Ulverston 
Pet Sept 15 Ord Sept 15 

Swowpex, Witiiam ALrFREp, Soatenengh, Grocer Scar- 
borough Pet Aug7 Ord Sept 1 

Spencer, Henry, ae, noe Agent Leicester 
Pet Sept 16 Ord Sept 16 

W ess, Ropericx B, ae, nam, Lieutenant Canterbury 
Pet June 22 rd 

Wickens, ALEXANDER, Tadhurst, Sussex, a Merchant 
Tunbridge Wells Pet Sept11 Ord Sept 11 

Wits, Wittram Bonu. Parkstone, Dorsets Poole Pet 
Sept 14 Ord Sept 14 

Winpeatr, Wittram Roserr, Sth Brent, + “oe Oil 
Dealer Plymouth Pet Sept10 Ord Sept 1 


London Gazette.—Turspay, September 22. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Autsopr, THowas, as, eee Leicester, site » ames 
master Leicester Pet Sept 18 Ord’ Sept 1 

Asuwortn, Tuomas Hatsteap, and Hersertr lemme, 
Morecambe, Lancashire, Auctioneers Preston Pet Sept 
17 Ord Sept 17 

Bruton, Joun, Leeds, Grocer Leeds Pet Sept 19 Ord 
Sept 19 


Cuattoner, Tomas, Bilston, Stafford, Charter Master 
Dudley Pet Sept17 Ord "Sept 17 

Cooker, Toonen Asuiey, Hyde, Cheshire, Seanetieay 
Ashton under Lyae Pet Sept 19 Ord Sept 19 

Eppen, Huan, Skelmersdale, Lancs, Ioukeeper Liverpool 

Sept 19 Ord Sept 19 

James, Epwarp Bosvituz, Blomfield rd, Maida Vale, 
Officer in H M Army High Couri’ Pet June 23 
Ord Sept 18 

Jawes, Henry, Barry Dock, > am Wine Merchant 
Cardiff Pet Sept 17 Ord Sept 17 


MoArruur, Frepreick WILLIAM, Swansea, Clerk Swansea 
Pet Sept 1 Sept 18 

Martin, Harotp Srratrorp, Hastings, Builder Hastings 
Pet Sept 18 Ord Sept 18 


Muserave, Grorce Epwix, Leeds, Commission Agent 
Leeds Pet Sept 17 Ord Sept 17 

Preston, Joun Wiiuram, O14 2 nr bead de la Zouch, 
Farmer Burton on Trent t15 Ord Sept 15 

Ricnarpson, Groree, seer Yorks, ha Scarborough 
Pet Sept 17 Ord Sept 1 

Rosson, Jonny yay "bat asey, Grocer Barnsley Pet 
Sept 17 Ord Sept 1 

om, > Wituiam Been, seetinel, Milliner Bradford 

18 

Quam enlgy | ord, Wool Daca Traveller 
Bradford Pet Sept18 Ord Sept 1 

Unperwoop, Grorar Tomas, Bouthpor, Auctioneer 
Liverpool Pet Sept 10 On Beat 3 

Wee Cuar.es, Leeds, Tailor int Pet Sept 17 

Sept 1 

Waeater, Arkin Stanningley, Yorks, Labourer 

Bradford Pet Bept 17 Ord Sept 7 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


A.usorp, Tomas, < ed, Leics Sept 29at12.30 Off 

Asuwourit Jaume Keig! Re Tailor Oct 1 at 11 
1, Manor row, 

Ba.pwin mage bene Rough Lee, nr Brierfield, Lanes, 

Farmer Oct 1 at 1 Exchange Hotel, Nicholas st, 


$1 ff Rec, yO st, Newcastl Tyne o 

a , e on 

Desnnins a Henry, Milnrow, nmr Rochdale, Licensed 
Victualler Sept 29at11 Townhall, Rochdale 


Burnley 
Sueeene, by ong 








Queen’s gate, Kensington Oct lat 1 


Cuorz, Starrorp, Queen’ an 

Coorey, Wastes Fie,“ Chadwick rd, Peckham, Coal 
Merchant Sept 30 at 12 hea bldgs, Carey st 

ae, Hereford, Glass Dealer Oct 2at10 Offa 


ereford 
Dewwrs, Josern, Great Grimsby, Fisherman Sept 30 at 11 
Off 1, Qabore st Great Grimsby 
Cheshire, Builder Oct 9 
Court house, Upper Bank st, Warrington 
Friatrav, Harry, ane rd, Shoe Manufacturer Sept 
30at11 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
James. Groncr, Hereford, Tobacconist Oct 2 at 10 2, 
Offa st, Hereford 


Jounstone, W H, Princes st, Hanover sq, Decorator Oct 
latl Bankruptoy bldgs, Carey st 
Jones, se ae Harry, oS Winchester st Octiat12 Bank- 


ruptey 

Jeune Joun HOMAS, Ton Pent ams Sea Watch- 
maker Sept 29at12 65, High st, Merthyr bj 

Lewis, Esenezer, Wray crsent, | Tollington Park, ine Art 
Publisher Sept 29 at 11 ee iow a 

Mivstey, Caautes Hunt, Gt 8t a s, Commission 
Agent it Wat 1 Carey st 

Moyk, Joun, Richmond rd. Teicha Builder Sept 29 
at3 Off Rec, 95, ee chmbrs, Temple avenue 

Mosetey, Henry, Southport, Lanes, Solicitor Sept 30 at 
12 Off Ree, 35, Victoria st, Liverpool 

Munson, Matruew, Tey, Essex, Farmer Oct 2 at 
at 11.30 Cups Hotel, Colchester 

Nicuo.as, Freprericx, Berkley, Somersets, Farmer Sept 
30 at12.30 Off Rec, Bank chmbrs, Corn st, Bristol 

Paterson, Joux, Leeds, Gas Lighting Engineer Sept 30 at 
12 Off Rec, 22, Park row, 

Pearson, Joun Wittiam, Leeds, Cost Clerk Oct 1 at il 
Off Rec, 22, Park row, Leeds’ 

Perry, “woe Hype, Southsea, Restaurant Keeper Oct 
6 at ff Rec, Cambridge Junction, High st, Ports- 
moet 


Paturrs, Henry Caarves Burnet, Knoll, Tupsley, Here-. 
ford Oct2 at10 2, Offa st, Hereford 

Pryvock, Georce Abert, and Epwarp Asrams, Mincing 
— & Merchants Sept 29 at 12 Bankruptcy bidgs, 

re 

Porrer, a Moreay, Bristol, Boot Manufacturer 
Sept 30 at12 Of Rec, Bank chmbrs, Corn st, Bristol 

Porrer, anvil Osean Regent st, Bootmaker Oct2at1 Bank- 
ru 

Scun” Pa mg a Epwar», Coleorton Moor, Leicagter, 
Blacksmith Sept 29 at 8 Midland Hotel, Station st, 
Burton on Trent 

Ruaopes, Jonn Henry Horack Wentwortnu, Leeds, Civil 
Engineer Sept 30 at 11 Oxf Ree, 22, Park row, 


Drxon, Jouy, 
at 10.45 


Sueex, Se, Cues. Hereford, Farmer Oct 2 at 10 
ffa st, Hereford 
a, Pees Bow nr Bradford, Yorks, Soap Boiler 
30 at 11 Of Tse, 31, Manor row, Bradford 
a. Joun Ricnarp, Fn wo Auctioneer’s Clerk 
Oct 2at10 2, Offa st, Hereford 
Wer, Davin, jun, Weston , Crouch End, Provision 
Merchant Sept 30 at 12 y bldgs, Carey st 
Witson, Witi1am, Whitehaven, Oct 2at 3 County 
Court House, Whitehaven 


ADJUDICATIONS. 
At.sorp, Tuomas, Shepshed, Leics Leicester Pet Sept 18 
Ord Sept 18 


Batpwiy, Atrrep, Rough Lee, nr Brierfield, Lancs, Par- 
mer Burnley Pet Aug 27 Ord Sept 18 

Bittrseros, Wittiam Tomas, Aston, nr teed 
Baker Birmingham Pet Sept 5 af ak 5 

Bitton, —_ Leeds, Grocer Leeds Pet Sept 19 Ord 


me. .f eeenee, Rey am Charter Master 
Dudley Pet Septi17 Ord Sept 1 

Cooxe, Tuomas AsHLEy. de, Chailiies, Confectioner 
Ashton under Lyne Pet Sept 19 Ord Sept 19 

Cootry, Wriiram James, wick rd, Peckham, 
Merchant High Court Pet Aug2i Ord Sept 19 

Paspen. AS, Geis 6a High 


Frrenp, bse ae wy iol William st, Cement 
ufacturer’s Agent High Court Pet June3 Ord 


Sept 18 
Gaiusnaw, ~~ eet, nr Bolton, Builder Bolton 
Pet Aug Ord Sept 17 


Intmax, Wrasas, and Tuomas Knicut Ituaan, Noble st, 
High Court 


-— Manu! 
Pet oepeke. Os Ord 
Jom, — a Dac, > Wine Merchant Car 
Jonna Ewes an, Gt Winchester st High Court Pet 
Aug7 Ord 
Lewis, Esenezer, ade ersnt, Tollington Park, Fime Art 
Publisher my Win cm Pet Sept 16 Ord Sept 17 
——E popeaaias yey Swansea, Clerk Swan- 
Pet Sept 18 Ord Sept 18 
Monk, Jonny, Richmond rd, Twickenham, Builder Brent- 
Pet Sept10 Ord Sept 17 
Money, Josern Atpwiy, and Henry Mowrroomsry Muney, 
Factors Leeds Pet Aug5 Ord Sept 17 
Musorave, Groner be} Leeds, Commission Agent 
Leeds Pet Sept 17 Ord Sept 17 
Neepuam, Cosmas, [atetn, Machine Broker Leicester 
Pet Aug 28 Sept 14 


RT On Soy, Tete, Gem Scarborough 
Rorsoy, Joun Ji , Yorks, Grocér Barnsley 


Pet Sept 16 Ord 
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Szppon, Extty, Arlington rd, fate Town, Widow High 
Court Pet July 1 Ord ‘ 


Pet Aug 12 Ord Sept 1 
£yKzs, Wiruras —— Bradford, Milliner Bradford Pet 
Sept 18 Ord Sept 1s 


ae “Sates Newport, Mon 


Tetitzy, Cuaries, Bradford, Wool Comber’s Traveller 
Bradford Pet Sept 18 Ord Sept 18 


Wakerik.p, Cuares, Leeds, Tailor Leeds Pet Sept 17 
17 


Water, Frances Etten, Shrewley, Warwick, Fishmonger 
Warwick Pet Aug 19 Ord Aug 22 

Wueatesr, Atkinson, Stanningley, Yorks, Labourer Brad- 
ford Pet Sept17 Ord Sept 17 


.ADJUDICATIONS ANNULLED. 
Livesey, eg Mowrtacue, Whitehall ct, Westminster, 
of right to be a Baronet High Court 
Adjud or @ 1891 Annul Aug 12 
Garviner, Epwarp, Wickham St Paul, Essex, Farmer 
Colchester Adjud June 15 Annul Aug 11 





All letters intended for publication in the 
“¢ Solicitors’ Journal” must be authenticated 
by the name of the writer. 


Where difficulty is experienced im procuring the 
Journal with regularity, it is requested that 
application be made direct to the Publisher. 


Subscription, PAYABLE IN ADVANCE, which in- 
cludes Indexes, Digests, Statutes, and Post- 
age, 52s. WEEKLY REPORTER, in wrapper, 
26s. ; by Post, 28s. Soxtorrors’ JOURNAL, 
26s, Od. ; by Post, 28s. 0d. Volumes bound 
at the office—cloth, 2s. 9d., half law calf, 
5s 6d. 
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SALES BY AUCTION FOR THE YEAR 1896. 
MESSRS. 


EBENHAM, TEWSON, FARMER, & 
BRIDGEWATER 


beg to announce that their SALES of ESTATES, Invest- 
ments, Town, Suburban, and Country Houses, Business 
Premises, Building Land, ae Advowsons, Re- 
versions, Stoc other Properties will be 
held at the AUCTION Mant T ‘okenhouse-yard, near 
the Bank of England, in the City of aslo. as follows :— 


Tuesday, October 6 Tuesday, November 17 
eee October 20 Tuesday, December 1 
Tuesday, November 3 


By arrangement, auctions can “7 be held on other 
days, in town orcountry. Messrs. Tewson, 
Farmer, & Bridgewater Seles and Valuations 
for Probate and other purposes, of Furniture, Pictures, 
Farming Stock, Timber, &c. 


DETAILED LISTS OF INVESTMENTS, Estates, 
Sporting Quarters, Residences, Shops, and Business Pre- 
mises to be Let or Sold by private contract are — on 
the 1st of each month, _s can be obtain 
Debenham, Tewson, Farmer, ter, Estate Anente, 
Surveyors, ‘and Valuers, 80, aX , London, E.C. 
phone No. 1,503. 





SALE DAYS FOR THE YEAR 1896. 
MESSRS. 


AREBROTHER, ELLIS, CLARK & CO. 
beg to announce that the undermentioned dates have 
been fixed for their AUCTIONS of FREEHOLD, Cop 
hold, and Leasehold ESTATES, Reversions, Shares, 
Interests, &c., at the Auction Mart, Tokenhouse-yard, EC. 


Other appointments for intermediate Sales will also be 
arranged. 


Thurs., Oct. 8 Thurs., Nov. 5 Thurs., Dec. 3 
Thurs., Oct. 22 Thurs., Nov. 19 Thurs., Dec. 17 


Messrs. Farebrother, - Clark & Co, publish in the 
advertisement columns ef “‘The Times” every Saturday 
a list of their forthcoming Sales by Auction. They 
also issue from time to time schedules of properties to be let 
or sold, com: gree | landed and residential estates, farms, 
freehold and leasehold houses, City offices and warehouses, 
| een oe ge and investments generally, which om be be 
forwarded free of charge on application.— er 29, Fleet- 
street, Temple-ber, and 18, Old Broad-street, E.C. 


MESSRS. STIMSON & SONS, 
Auctioneers, Surveyors, and Valuers, 
Land, House, and Estate Agents, 
MOORGATE STREET, BANK, E.C., 
AND 
2, NEW KENT ROAD, 8.E. 
(Opposite the Elephant and Castle). 


A UGzION SALES are held at the Mart, 

Tokenhouse-yard, City, on the second and last 
Thursdays in each month, and on other days as occasion 
may require. 

STIMSON & SONS undertake SALES _ LETTINGS 

by PRIVATE TREATY, Valuations, Surve 

of Mortgages, Receiverships in Chancery, 
Arbitrations, the Adjustment of anoery, Rafer and other 
Claims, Sales by Auction of Furniture and Stock, Collection 
of Rents, &c. Separate Lists of Paigy ay Ground Rents 


for Sale, and Houses, Premises, &c., to be Let, ye 
on the Ist of each month ; and ean be had gratis on a 
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BANKS == 
BOARD . 
ROOMS 

FIRST 


most expeditious 
manner, as well as 
at the smallest cost 


plication, or free by post for two stam} 
insertion. Telegraphic address, ‘Serva! .. London.’ 





FINSBURY PARK and NORTHERN SUBURBS. 


ESSRS. ROBSON & PERRIN beg to 
announce that they hold LOCAL EVENING 
SALES of PROPERTY MONTHLY throughout the year. 
ese ceiver beng ich have been held continuously = 7 
ave become gay recognized as 
ae for the “our of all Fada se in North London 
at fair prices. Special terms 7 uoted on suplention 
CONCIS: PROPERTY REGISTER GRATIS O APPLI- 
CATION. Auction and Estate Offices, Finsbury Park 
ont y ., and at Harringay, Hornsey, and Stroud Green 





consistent wit: 
good materials 


CLASS 
FURNITURE 


large scale are able 

to carry out all 
Tottenham Court-road, London, W. 
JOHN GERMAN, SON, & BEVEN, F.S.I., 


such orders in the 
LAND AGENTS, SURVEYORS & AUCTION ERs. 














& 60, Chancery-lane, W.C., & at Ashby-de-la-Zouch. 


EDE AND SON, 


ROBE Ath MAKERS. 


BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT 


To Her Moje, & m4 Lord Chancellor, the cc of the 
Judi 3 ances ciciaiane f Londo: Ce 


ROBES FOR QUEEN’S COUNSEL AND BARRISTERS. 
SOLICITORS’ GOWNS. 


Law Wigs and Gowns for Registrars, Town 
Clerks, and Clerke of the Peace, 


Corporation Robes, University and Clergy Gowns. 
ESTABLISHED 1689. 


94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 











SOUTH DEVON. 


In the beautiful district near i apa and Modbury, and 
about ten miles from nn ag nea 13 from boa pan oo 
Valuable Freehold Farms, residence, woods, and 

hol of pature and arable land, nd the Union tau, 
in Hol village, in the Ermington, Mod- 
bury, Holbeton, Kingston, and tha comprising 
about 1,034 acres, and producing about £1, - ) gr annum 
in numerous Lots of various sizes, all 1 to yearly 


ESSRS. DANIEL SMITH, SON, & 
OAKLEY will SELL b Paar gos the above 
mentioned PROPERTY ( rtions of the 
Fiete Estate), at the ROYAL OTEL | PLYMOUTH, on 
OCT. 15, at O precisely, in 28 Lots, which offer a good 
opportunity for the investment of large or si sums. 
The sale includes, in Ermington, ae 1 to 8, 5 
Fawns, a capital celdenee in Ermin 
Fawns Farm adjoining, and also 8 > Ferm, forming 
—— an attractive small residential estate 0 
166 acres, affording shooting and 
e, within about 2 miles of bridge Station 
te various —_ S enclosures o fin ie . 
and cottages, close to. Reece . Modbury 
(Lots 9 to 14), two lots of valuable grass d, close to the 
town; Butland and wood, about 217 acres; Ash- 
ridge Farm, 161 acres; and Orcheton Mill and land, 30 
acres. In Hoibeton, the Union Inn, a fully-licensed free 
house (Lot 15), and 25 acres of arable, called Wonwells and 
Wandown (Lot 28). In Kingston and Ringmore (Lots 16 
to 27), various en: osures of arable and pasture land near 
Kingsto m village, and Okenbury Farm, about 356 acres, 
running from Kingston to the sea coast. e farms are 
well let, —¥ ‘comprise much good land, and have — 
houses and homesteads, on which large sums have 
spent in recent years, especially on Okenbury. 
Particulars and plans may be obtained of Messrs. 
rag te & Co., Solicitors, 57, Coleman-street, 
City, E, 7 William L. Rogers, Esq., Solicitor, Modbury, 
Chey f C. Elliot, Esq., 3, Victoria-terrace, Hou ndis- 
combe, ‘Plymouth ; os eect of wan's and of the Auc- 
tioneers, 10, ‘Waterloo-place, Pall-mall, 8.W. 


in 





SOUTH DEVON. 


On the River Yealm and on the Coast overlooking Bi e | 
ae. and the English Channel, eee, Plymout 
Modbury.—Valuable Freeholds, Farms, Woods, = 
and Cottages, in the parishes ‘of Newton Ferrers and 
Holbeton, comprising about 752 acres, and producing 
about £1,020 per annum, all let to yearly tenants. 


ESSRS. DANIEL SMITH, SON, & 
OAKLEY will SELL by AUCTION the foregoing 
PROPERTY ( Sai of the Membland Estate), 
at the ROYAL HOTEL, PLYMOUTH, on THURSDAY, 
OCTOBER 15, in 11 Lots, immediately after the Flete 
Estate Sale, which commences at TWO o’clock. 


The sale includes, in Newton Ferrers, Four Lots of house 
property in the » Court Farm and wood, and nine 
egg about 173 acres on the River Yealm and close to 

Clanacombe Farm, a choice little holding, 
oh. 42 acres. In Holbeton, three farms adjoining and 
lying between the road from Noss Mayo to Battisboro ~ 
cross and the sea coast in Bigbury Bay, on which they a’ 
for about a mile and a half—namely, Carswell Farm, 188 
acres; Keaton Farm, 174 acres ; and South Battisborough 
Farm, 186 acres; also a amail holding called Wonwell 
Barn, 23 acres. "The farms are quite compact, well ant? 
porae S ‘south aspect, ——_ a pos Bthgy « portion of good lan 

uch of ghey | Pet pulling mmand gran : wg 
lan views, ‘orm sites. ‘They have 
houses and sod form godt which large sums have 
spent in recent years, and offer a good opportunity for safe 
investment. 

Particulars and plans may be obtained of Messrs. Law- 
ford, Warterhouse, & Lawford, Solicitors, o, Finsbury- 
cireus, London, E.C.; or Messrs. Adams & Son, Estate 
Agents, Plympton, Devon; at the place of sale; and of the 
Auctioneers, 10, ‘Waterloo-place, Pall-mall, 8.W. 





Special Advantages to Private tay 
THE IMPERIAL rysvrancz company 
umirep, FIRE. 


Established 1803. 
1, Old Broad-street, E.C., 22, Pall Mall, 8.W., and 47 
Chancery-lane, W.C. 
Subscribed Capital, £1,200,000; Paid-up, £300,000. 
se Funds over £1,500,000. 
E. COZENS SMITH, General Manager. 


IFE pA SSURANCE POLICIES 
WANTED for large sums on lives t forty-five. 
Considerably over surrender ek iven. 
Speedy cstilemente and highest references. 
Also Reversions and Life Interests p 
T. ROBINSON, 
Insurance Broker, 85, High-street West, Sunderland, 


NUARDIAN FIRE AND LIFE ASSUR- 
ANCE COMPANY, LIMITED. 
Head Office—11, Lombard-street, London, E.C. 
w Courts Branch—21, Fleet-street,, E.C. 
Established 1821. Subscribed Capital, Two Millions. 
Cuarrman—Davip Powkt1, Esq. 
Deruty-Cuarnman—Joun Hunter, Esq. 

Fire Policies which expire at MICHAELMAS should be 
renewed at the Offices of the Company, or with the Agents, 
on or before the 14th day of OCTUBER. Applications 
for Agencies invited. 


Manager of Fire Department—A. J. Rexron. 














